e © 


FN IHE 254 


[ROL 
\ 6/5. 


CartnoLick Farr, 41 


Sever'd from the Opinions : 
of the Schools, Miſtakes ef the * * 
Ignorant,and abuſes of the Vulgar. 4 


Written in French by Francis Veren, 
Dr.of Divinity, Preacher and Profeſſor 
Royal of Controverfic, and Paſtor 
of Charenton. 


Deputed 7 the Clergy o Fr anos 


or this 


Os 
- 


Tranſlated by E. S. Eſq. 


Phil .3.16. Kt idem Sapiamuss in cad 
* permaneamus REO 


Wy 4 R, df DTS 


g * 


E_—_— 


28 | oF" . &” a* 
\ Is 7 s » 3% 
. 


"7 R N TOR 
| _ IG AxthN & 


7 firſtperaſel els fr 4 


Treatiſe furgiſh'd., me 
; th with a Zeal and $ x40 
if preſenting. # toy 
| ra vom eff —_— 
47 (of xc 0 Wes 7 m_ 
Retigion, have 
_ Pains iu ſifting vari 
Rdxthorsundfor want of un exat? 
Yeparation of whar is,trom 
$s not abſolute} ppt” wr 
$"ild of the holy Catbolick 
Foudbere to, have engaged them- 
b rbuerin m1 4mNcate and tua- 


K. problemaice | 


py 


Opinions., and the Arts of our 
Adverſaries 'in covering their | 
Errors with the vail of Scripture, | 
I cannot but tenderly commiſerate * 
the condition of ſuch as are ont of | 
the way, and 4x _ ] 
0 enaeavors to bri 
ered Ano Fowe with a Guide 
that may diref their wandrings, 
and hain their weakneſs, and 
render their great Fourney both 
ſhoie, eafie, and ſecure,” 
 Forthis Imeent, 1 think it not 
= to acquaint the Reader 
with ſome particulars which 1 
7 have received from Perſons Y 
Honor and creat, Conterning the | 
Author, not only of this, but-of \ 
many other Books of Controverſy, | 
. 45 well in French as Latin, 
in both. which "Languages be 
£7% » ov ' f Times | 


” * 
Py . 


þ fometimes wrote upon the ſame 


PueHtions, as inthe very Book 1 
| = preſent you, abnefts make 
3 he Traſlation more plain and 
3 »ſcfull, 1 have in ſome few pe- 
riods borrowed out .of the Latine 
I what our Author has adied there, 
and was wanting tn the French 


we 
b _ was of er le —_ in 


Vero eh renow! ud forts for his 
_ Eloquence and'varitty of Learn-. 
3 :ng.,but moſt admir d for his great 
zeal and unweoried- induftry in 
recovering ſouls from the g1ddy 


of Afeaſe of Herefie, He was for 
| i} many years a Father of the Soci- 


$ cty of: Jeſus, 4s welt at the 

ff earneſt dren of Jo Reverend. 
Prelates of , & by the 

I 3 ; conſenz 


conſent of kis-Superiours tle afed 7 
* oF obligation, -t0 employ Þ 
with more freedoms his talent, tn * 
reducing thee who hed ſever ad 7 
at: frow the Commons 4 
of the Church. +. : 
He preach'd ayer inPar ; 
with admirable [ucor(s, and there 

alſo a? 4 Leſſon of Camtre» | 


veſ Larne he beg | 
eremees þ, 
ArimRers 4nd othth 7109.4 mah pers © 


| the ow orgs, 1 
ag fret png ment bill. 7 
et Conguar as, ' & WAE. 
Ro truly bunble and clrcwew-: | 
ſpett in arg he gray as 1 
icularly 1. framing ns 7 
Rule, of Faith, wherein he. re- | 
ſolved ut to match alone, but in 
Ht company of the mot renowned 


Dxvines 


47 Pon of. #/hts "Hater, 
After (ome years TTY 


= | was [ext inte the[e parts of France, - 


rk pore 
«(ft roU; 64 Bearn, | 
| fr This. he performed: with's - 


3 ver 


neſs. of a | 
| gh went agen 


his Antagoniitsby cle 
's his Rule of. Feich qi. | 


97 | prmiieting them ts 
rs. Propoſition upon the Church,whic 


ſhe did nt own for Faith 1; dnſa- 
mach that the "Miniſters of thoſe 
Nugriers ( after many Conferemr 
YZ ces and Diſpetations ) entrediiite 
2 amminal League and Coument, 
; obliging themſelves notto diſpute 
apy more with Pere YVeron' apo 


any tearms, . For, by: halding'faft » 
of TR f0- 


rohts Method; he never 
 faild'to peaira is Adverſaries | 
. to. this exigency, that they muſt 
acknowledg the Text of Scripture * 
did not cautr aditt the Dottrine of 4 
the Roman Church, though+ 
affirmative is that whic they 
conſtantly and confidently - hold 
forth, both in their Books and 
SEravews. 
1 This puts me in minde of what 
fowe years ſince 1 heard in Ox-. 
ford. from a perſon of honor, and 
L. Fall, 4 great champion of the. 
© Proteſtant cauſe , dire- 
his ſpeech to ſome Divines 
1 Univerſity, ſe hat, though 
bad. « particular euſt for the 
ſtudy of Controverſi wi he never 


td his time worſe ſpent than 


_; the Sermons of 
. ſuch 


" F ſuch pho precended maſt ta of: + 
; pe the horek ws 
regard they ſeldome ſtated the 
 Lweſtion ſo right that the Pa- 
piſts were really roncern d in 
the Dettrine they oppagued, and 
by that means they ſpent much 
time,and many words gn confute« 
ing an Adverſary of their own 
framing; an Obſervation which 
# I every day finde confirms in 
3 Proteſtant writers,and mayjuftly 
3 far more fuſpeth the fame. pro- 
Y cceding tntheir Preachers, 
3s The Intention of ozr Author 
$ i to remove all miſtakes in mat- 
ter of Controverſie, and tobring 
* bis Reader home tothe Queition, 
2 freed from all needleſs andiim- 
J pertinent diverſions; to the end 
Y he may ſooncr attain a clear ſolu- 
»* 5 11625 


Lk. 


his Dowbts,. the true, ant || 

> cope of 4 Controvertiſt. But | 
ſince. ſupernatural verities have | 
0 £rence ins the:underfiaud- * 
* —_— the paverſul 
ance of jupernatter Grace, 

*# 1s that ahh 7 bumbl | 
of. Almighty God for all my + 
dear Countrymen,involy'd inthe © 


/y wks: of - + that, 
Gy reſting ne (af et 3 
ud boſome of the holy Ca hoe ' 


: Charch, they may enjoy acomtent- 
ed mind in this world, 4nd ter- 
val Pane inthe next. | 


E,S. 


| To the Lo nos of the - 
| Aſſembly General ' of jhe 


ve 3 Clergy ſuting at Paris, | 
«| Ma Wh nag 

l | My Lords ! | ah + - 
os Preſent you wit* , and ſubmigto + 
wy + your Judgments this Piece, of a 
he choice and fiugular haturegdelignd 

# for the Groundwork.of a Tempe 'af 
&, F Chriſtian Peace ; . projeRed by::8 
nt 7 David, amin of wat, . 4,4 nil, 
we 3 but by Divine Pcovi- © 4 
of- I dence reſery'd for the peaceable Sa+ - 
—_ lomon,your A ſſembly;vvhole weapons 


are not the temporal Sword, but sbat 
of the ſpirig,gwhich is the Word of Gods + 
to you, I ſay, who are ' the Paſtors 
4nd Doftors, givety by Gad to his 
| Church, tothe couſunauttion of the, 
3 Sax, tothe edifying of the Redy of 
8 Chriſt, till we all mect inthe Unit) of 

Faith, and knowledg of the Son of, 
God, into 4 perfett man, that we be, ' 


ww /onger Children ,, wavering and 
carried about with every winde of * 
Dottrine, by the fallacy of men, by ' 
their cunning craftily to ſeduce, ; 

This David had paſſionately de- 
fir'd to crown his warlike ARions * 
"with theſe Oiive-branches of Peace; 
of, - in caſe he had . ſhut up the 
Temple of Fa-mhis o:dinary place 
'ef Refidence, then to build up this * 
ef Pzie2, and had appointed th: * 
maſt neceſſary terials for raving 


this Edifice, and diſpoſed above 5o 3 


Miniſters of Hiram to hew the trees 
of Lebanon, who would in ſome one * 
ef their Synods- hive declared them- 43 
| felves. He had peradventure min- » 
- pled together, go/d, ſiſver, precions © 

; ol , wood, hay, ſtubble: Puery | 
mans work (hall be manifefled,for the © 
tay of our Lord ſhall declare it ; and © 
fire ſhall try what the work of every + 
one is * If any mans work burn, it © 
ſhall be loſt, However it bz, God 
granted him: not the. honor . of 
raiſing 


railing this Struttire, much eſs of 
ſeeing it bBrqught to perfeRion; Thar 
vlory he hathceſerved for you. The 
firſt courſe of Rones, 1n laying the 
:$ foundation” of this Houſe, Ought to 
Z b2 that wherewith I now preſent 
® you, theſe corner ſtents, to make the 
two parties into ont, and break down 
the middle wall of partition, : 
2 "Tis incredible, in what number, 
$ andwith what applauſe the frangers 
* of the houſe of God flockd to the 
Church of S. German Deſ-prez, 'as 
alio with what conſtancy they con- 
tinued'it, when ( not only by com- 
mand, but of my own inchnation } I 
laid the firſt courſe of all thefe ſtones 
orally in my Sermons, and in ſmall 
ptinted Pamphlets,which I publiſh- 
ed the ſame weeks, that ſo theſe 
things might firmlier 'be retain'd, 
and more  attentively confider'd. 
The Title T gave them was, The 
AMeaxs of Chriftian Prace, This. I 
continued for ſome years; 1 moe 
8 


EC 


the Doftrixe of the Catholique Faith | 
exattly ſever d from all other, upon WF. 
theſe fubjecs, viz, Of, Merus : Of i, 
the Primacy of the Churcheſpecially FF; 
of that reſiding in the Pope : Of the © 
Exchariſt, and «Adoration of C ny : 
therein ; Of the Sacrifice of the || 
Maſs : Of the howr green to 
Saints, And to their Images and | 
Reliques : and of praying to them: | 
Of Sarisfattion, eves for others : Of © 
Purgator y,and Prayers for the dead: 7} 
Of he Treaſure of the Church, and 
Indwlgences, - 
The diſownings I made on every 
of theſe SubjeRs, in each Serman, 
and the | miſunderſtanding of our 
DoArine which I demonſtrated, 
did ſo amaze, qualifie, and change 
all thoſe of Charenton then preſent 
(among whom were many of divers 
Provinces and Towns , even of the 
1} moſt obſtinate in their Separatiſm ) 
is that, at their departure from the 
Church, they ſaid; in a _— 


bl 


3 And- had. not: ſam2.. perſons, 
38( whom I ſhall take for Z:alots, 
but. ill inftruRed in our Religion, 

Y as well as ignoranv in Divinity, 
' Wnot , living frequented thoſe 
- WM Sckoals, and- whoſe Zeal was like 
Y that reprehended by S. Pau/, which 


: JF 15 not according to Qrwledg,) had 
2 Cars 


I not thoſz, I ſay, pole 
| of ſome Learn:d mzn, and by- 
their m2ans the ears alſo of cer= 
WJ tain Great Oaes, ſp eading '2 falſe 
FJ Report; 'Thas 1 flackned ſome 
| pojet is our Re ge Ky « _ 
T ccable Sacriledg; ) * 
X accommodations in Fauh , pb 
7 pretending that the Separatiſts ſhould 
2 come to ws entirely; tha F 
J preach'd up 4 third Party4 that 
1 adberd ts one, who troubled the 
Fc $7. tended 


— | SR 


pretended. Reformer”, yet was nat | 
bumſelſ ſofficienly* diiingaged from * 
therr crime ; that I was, as it were, 
his Conduttor , and the Supporter | 

of his Erro:ers, then mingled with | 
our Catholiquz Truths, which with- % 
in theſe few Moneths he has em- 
brac'd intire and clear from all | 
exceptions ; If thoſe Calummiators M* 
had not, I ſay, by their falſe m- ? 
mors interrupted my courſe in lay- Þ 
ing theſe Fundamental ones three IP 
ſeveral times, during the ſpace of | 
three Voyages made by-his Majeftly 


( though , upon the diſſipation of 3 
that Calunmy, . I as often refumed 2? 
the - Work ) theſe foundations, and * 
's Fegrnng of the bulding had ap- 


he 

ear'd long fins? above gronmnd; eſpe- 

Li To *% laſt National Sym of : 

the Minzfters, the principal Archi- F 

te& having, ſo long as he lived, at % 

his diſpoſal; alt that was requifite 

for the intire raifing of this great 

Building ; eſpecially the defraying + 
of 


ons -imployed , the” inter- 


Foklition of ſundry Laborers , the. 
Þ<crmons of many Learned men, and 
hatever elſe ; and having ſo begun, 
*Fhat even after his death, in the 
'Þ covincial Synod of Charenton, held 
In January laſt, there were many of 
Jbe Aſſembled - well-diſpoſed to 
Wiſten to the commenced Treaty of 
FPeace ; butno-man appeared on our 
Fart to promote the deſign, the chief 
FUndertaker - being deceaſed , and 
Þ long Sickneſs tying me to my bed, 
Fdiſabled me; for all ſolicitation, 
hich 1s preſfingly requiſite in -a - 
puſmeſs of this nature, 

True it is, that from the time of 
eſaid Death to this day, I have 
Forborn to ſpeak of this Subjett, as 
-Fvvell in my publick Sermons or 
ELeflons Royal of Controverſie, as 
wn my Writings, to avoid the 
F5candal; which perchance ſome mef- 
'rformed oy ap might have taken 
Medereat;befides,my endeavors _ 
ye 


Provincisl Synod of the AMimfteriy 
held upon the very Ferritor key ot 

to: be 
PF eſented tg them, in Wll Synod, | 
this R UL E, lemply approved | 
by ſeveral Doars, hergafter mane * 


- Flock at COONS I oo 


tioned, 


But now, bekolding you efſem- | 
bled, to whom alone appartaing this # 
great Enterpriſe of the Car Converſion, 
and generall ReduRion of theſe of * 
the pretended reform'd Religion to '} 
the Catholiquz, Apoſtolique, and .! 
Romm Church, to. your Folds, / 
from waence they ſtrayed, princi- | 
pally by their 21g ee I 


of the Doctrine you teich, 


preſent -my- ſelf to your hy ; 
ſhips, humbly beſeeching to be | 
heard on this Subjety. in your \ 


full. Aſfembly, ſuccindly now, 


hereafter } 


— —-- ww. am. HO «@ Sc eo HH ns 3x0 


hereafter. gore. ...at larg2 :bfore 
your Commiſlities, who may xx 
min the Tontents bf this Begk , and 
the hole defign,- whereby to mik2 

3 you a Faithfull and ſolid _— 
39 'hareof ; warreypon you M1y plexe 
TJ fo take ſuch 7 oak 4 your 
Y great Z:xl and Learning (hill ſug- 
Y git to you touching this Work ; 
eithzr to take it in hanJ, and partea 

F ic, or, if the ConjeRure of atfare; 
F vill not nov permitit, at laxſt, to 
s & approve this Ru/e, and th: Appli- 
J cations oft, -by your higa Authort- 
tits, Who ar2 or onrly proper Fudges 

AF with Juriſdi&ion , of the D>Atine , 
ES which all ſhall receive from your 
Sacred mouths , - as undoubtedly 
proceneng from thz Church ; this 
eing the ſole thing that ſeems. 
defired by many of the Separatilts 

© for their returning to th? Catho- 
X kque Communion, Theſe are the 
Prayers he offers, and this the Ac- 

count.. 


count he giyes you of his AQtions, 
mo yo laſt general {Aſſembly, 
who 

.(MyLords) 


© Your moſthumble and | 
"obedient Servant | 
and Muſioner, 


Charentorn, 
15th of Sepe, 
I645. 


Francis Veron. | 
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He Names of thoſe DeQors, 

Who approved this Boox, and 

W the Contents thereof, and whoſe 

i particular Approbations are printed 

at large in the firſt Edition hereof in 

French, and their Names only in- 

J ſerted in the ſecond, which this 
Tranſlation follows, 
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|  Chapelas : Canta: Brouſſe : 
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THE 
Authors PREFACE. 


T much imports,both in Political 
and Spiritual warrs, as well 
for defence of places beſieged, 
toretrexch themſelves ſtrongly, 

nd abanddn thoſe Outworks that 
ere ether untenable or unprofitable ; 
in the Attaque of others to aſſault 
tly, when the breach is fair, and 
Joe force ſufficient to carry the Town: 
intend by this, to our purpeſe,that 
e Means particularly proper, whi- 
er to maintain our Catholique 
eligion againſt all ſorts of Secta- 
es, or to convince them of their Er- 
Mrs, ard reduce them to the anci- 

Wt mnt y, is, ExaRlyto ſeparate the 
Wriicles of our Catholique Faith ; 
0 wit, ſuch as all are obliged to ſub- 


The Authors Preface, 


Dottrines, which have not attained ſo 
high dignit y,and which we commonly 
tearm Scholaſtical Queſtions , che 
greater part whereof are eſteem'd 
onely Problematical , and the other 
{whatever rherr certrtude is ) are 
wotheld to be of Faith, as alſo from 
ſome Opinions @pd abuſes, which, by 
the 1oxorant zeal of weak brains, | 
heve rained forting among the Vul- | 
gar, mwch to the prejudice of Re- i 
tiyt 


f Theſe I intend n_y to ſeparate | 


from thoſe other, which are truely 
comroverte d betwixt 145 and onr Ad- 
werſarres, yet fill a juſt re- 
gard dwe to the al Opimons 
condemmng onely the Abyſes , aw 


in a word to repreſent to the Reader w 
the Catholique Doftrwe in her nat hy, 
beauty, full of ſplendor and vigor, h.; 


againſt the ſurpriſal of owr Oppoſites, 
3 with much Art and frand 
deavonr to make ber appear ugly and 
deformed, and by thn 


The Authors Preface, 
ban any other foment the preſent 
Diviſions, repreſeming to their fol- 
Pwer's ONT Church quite ether than 


t #, 
Many ter, 1 confeſs, of our modern 
Preachers and Dottors, net #nder- 
anding, or net well diſcerning what 


B) Þþ of Faith, and what 1s diſputable 


the Schools, have ſo co:fonnded 
eſe Doftrines, as thereby divers 
ave been retarded in their ſubymſſt- 
1 to the Church, and many ſtand at 
aiſtance, who ( were they rightly 
formed) would willingly ſubmit to 
i Catholique Do&rines ; which, 
repreſented intheir own purity,cave 
ear and mamfeſt in the Divine O- 
cles,sn the Conncils,and inall An- 
quities : but uf mingled with the 
pions of the $ chozls, loſe much of 
ber ſoljdity. Tn ſhort, miſunder- 
anding both on one fide and on the 
ber comributes much to this Divi- 
; and 1 dare pronounce,that this 
iſunder ſtanding 15 ſo gewerally the 


A2 caſe 


"The Authors Preface, 
cauſe of vr differences, that in 3 ; f 


or 40 points debated between ws, wii 


ſhould agree to take it away , 
thirds of the Controverſies woull 
ceaſe , and we ſhould immediate! 
find ,our ſelves ſa far united, 

It 1s now 25, years ſince I firſ 
wade good this reduttion, both in ml 
Sermons and Books, as alſo inwvery 
many Conferences with ſeveral Migh 
miſters, even in the parts of Franc 
_ moſt infetted with Hereſie, and thi 
with ſo great an 1mprovement, thi 
thouſands have been gained to tl 
Catholike Church, w_ reſted ſafe 
ber. boſom. I have alſo, for 
years paſt, in this City of Paris ca 
tinued the ſame method in my Se 
mons, with great concourſe of but 
parties , in 4 hopefull way of 16 
ducing France to the exerciſe of o 
ſole — » ( 4 thing much 
be deſired both for the good of [0 


and tranquility of the Civil G 
ment +) Bus certain perſons, euht 
ul 


The Authors Preface, 
{l-informed or 10norant, have by an- 
ther kind of mſurder ftanding feill 

"Woſed and connter pointed my en- 
{eAVOHTS, 
I intend here amply to explain 
y ſelf,, withont offence to any, that 
he clearreſs of my proceeding may 
TH cmove the. miſtake, and afford ſome 
benefit to the Reader, For to performe 
Wh: work exatty, it 1s neceſſary 10 
be well vers'd as well in Controzer/ie 
5 School-Divint y,and particularly 
n the Anthors of theſe times, ( 4, 
erſeltion few attain to ) and ſince 
r Miniſters of France have /ut/e 
f School-Divimt y among them,they 
hardly arrive at the knowledg of 
juſt ſeparation 1n what belongs to 
0 Faith, and what to Opinion; Be- 
des that often upon malice, and to 
oment 4 diviſion, what ſoever Rel- 
armine, or 4ny- other Anthor writes 
though not in quality of an Article 
f Faith 9 but expreſly delivering 
t 45 4 problematical Opimion belong- 
A3 ing 


The Anthors Preface, 
ng tothe Schools ) they confident! 
oppoſe,as the Dettrine of the Charc 
Bellarmine, ſa:th du Moulin, ( w 
writes at the Popes feet ) ſaith, th 
and thus, not taking notice at all 


that what he delivers 1s omly by wa 


opInion, | 


On the contrary, moſt of owr Dh 


Vines employ themſelves wholly, du 
ring their promotion in the UUmroerſi- 


ty, te School- Diounty, few or none t 
Comroverſie,therr exerciſes alroreth 


conſiſting in the ſubtle and ſvbbiind! 


Dottrine of the Schools, Frome there 
they berahe theneſe/nes either to t 
pripir or Goverment of the Church, 
How is u poſſible that theſe me 
ſfhow!d be exatt in comtroverſic ? fe 
addifting themſelt es at all to th 
ſpindy, and ſcarce any that contre 
long, and grow aged mohe 


mein, aud yet far nave ſcarce us tht 


munber of ſuch as have well degeſtcs 


both the prafiieal and ſpecadar't 


pr? by frequent Commeenrearrons ani 


Con- 
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The Authors Preface, 
Conferences with. our" 4 duerſaries, 
though the dignity of this cauſe re. 
qures many ſhould. be compleated iu 
that ſludy,; andthe parts rhas com- 
poſe 11,48 Scripture,Councils, Fathers, 
Langyages, Hijtaries beſides Schaolr 
Druny, | 

From hence reſults,. as'a neteſſary 
Conſe quence, that this exatt ſepara- : 
tiow cammt' be neade without an ac- 
curate knowledge of thoſe Points that 
ought to be diſtinguiſh d, and thas.rhe 
number 15. but [mall of ſuch as are 


able to perform the work, ;, yet, what 
cax there. be more ſutable. to reaſon, 
than IX propoſe, in. matter of 


Fauh,what 15 neceſſary ? Why ſhomd 
we oblige ſuch as. axe yet to be-re- 
daced, to ſubmit to mere them what 
the Church propoſeth ? Is there not 
difficulty exongh to per ſwadethems-to 
this? 15 not. the contrary'a neans to 
drvert.chens 7. Does it non ſavers. of 
inbumazit y, to. make the way harder 
then it is of its. awn nature? nhereas 

A 4; we 
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we are obliged in reaſon and by Di- 
vine Precept to render the burthen 
light, and the yoak. = 

For theſe Reaſons I thought it ex- 
pedient to deliver by way of Preface 
my ſence of this exaft Separation,that 
we may collett into one what hereafter 


will be dilated in ſeverall ſubjefts. | 


Firſt, I eftabliſh the General Rule 
of Faith, and then I diftingmiſh in 
each particular matter that which is 


of obligation to be believed, from all | 


other Doftrines whatſoever, as well 
by the Application of this Rule, 4s 
by ffi my ſelf with the Ops- 
ruons of our moſt renowned modern 
Divines, that I may not appear par- 
wconlar in mint own. 


*T15 true,nont of our Doftors hare | 


yet pubiſhed ts the world this Rule, * 
accompanied with theſe exaft Appli- | 


cations, and yer 1 offer nothing con- 
trary to their ſence, but rather what 
rs generally agreed pon ; inſonmich 
"that if my words be not abu#d by 
hor Ad 'itiont 
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Additions or Miſunder ſtandings,but 
taken as 1 ſprak_ them, no man can 
oppoſe this Dettrine, without contra- ' 
dithing the general Tentt of our Di- 
nts, And mcurting the cenſure of 
introducing 4 Novelty, For you nuſt 
note particularly, that when I ſay, 
ſuch a Propoſition u not an Article 
of Faith. , I do not imtend thereby to 
deny the Truth of it,. in which many 
are eaſily deceived, bat ſince my 
Intention 1s, ts perſwade them te h 
Catholiques, who are nt in the 
Church, what need I nndertake to 
teach them more then what conduceth 
to that end ? Or,why ſhould I peſter 
their under ftanaings with unneceſſa- 
ry Queſtions 2 for my part I take 
my ſelf bound to paſs over ſuch points 
with ſilexce;now, Abtrahentium non 
elt mendacium.#hen / call this Re- 
duftion or Converſion of our Adver ſu. 
res A Renmon, *tis to be underſtood, 
of perſons,not of DoArines,which can 
be 1 more united than the light with 

As rk wſs, 


hn th fer $ he 
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Eres, 
fed "y are 


power of Abjolmion: and this is 
the full Sum of my Imontion in this. 


Preface, 


CHAP. 2. 


The GENERAL RULE f 
the Catholique Faith, _ . . 
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He total and only Rule ok the - 
Catho/ique Faith, to which 
all ae obliged, under pain 

of Herefie and Excommunication 
is, DIVINE REVELATION 
DELEVERED TO THE PRO- 
PHETS AND APOSTEES, 


34 


D =s 
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PROPOSED BY THE CA- 
THOLIQUE CHURCH-. IN 
HER GENERAL COUNCILS, 
OR BY HER UNIVERSAL 
PRACTICE, TO BE BE- 
LIEVED AS AN ARTICLE 
OF CATHOLIQUE FAITH. 
All that is of this nature , 1s-aty 
Article ox Doarine of Faith ; And 
no other Deatrine can be of Faith, 
if either the firſt Condition fail, to- 
wit, Divine Revelation.,. or, the. 
ſecond, 


2 The Rule of Faith, 

ſecond , which is, a Propoſal by 
the Uniyerſal Church, ' All other 
DoArines are of an infericur allay, 
certain” or probable, true or falſe, 
according 'to their ſeveral Circym- 
ſtances and qualities. 

According to this General Rule, 
which hath no exception, all that is 
defign'd and propos'd, as Doctrine, 
revealed by God in General Coun- 
cils , of by the general practice of 
the Church,” is n Article of Faith ; 
fuch' for exm-le is that which 1s 
Goanained in'the'uſual. form of our 
Profeſſion, of Faith , extracted by 
Pope Pius the 4th out of the Coun- } 
ciFof Trent, ( in which he preſided | 
by is Legates,) or out of any other 
general Courcit, 

* For want of” either or both of | 
theſ: conditions requiſite, there can 
de no Article of Faith. No Do@rine 
if to be believed with Divine Faith 
ce the Apoſtles times, though 
&en miracles have been done in 

COU 
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confirmation of itz nor any Revela- 
tion to any Saint,ſince the Apoſtles, 
contained in the lives of Saints, nor 
any Miracle reported in their Le- 
gends ought to be believed as of 
faith,though the miracles were writ- 
ten by moſt holy perſons , as S. Je- 
rome,S. thanaſine,S. Anſtin,S.Gre- 
gory the Great,or any other-never (0 
grave Author, or even reported ang 
approved by General Councils, as, 
by that of the ſecond of Nice, att. 4. 
and that of Baſi/,concerning the Re- 
velations of SBridget, or in the Buls 
of the canonization of Saints : The 
reaſon is, that either both the two . 
IJ conditions or one of them is wanting 
in all thoſe in(tances:the Revelations 
are not madeetther to the Prophets 
JF or Apoſtles, nor the Miracles per- 
formed by them : Neither is it, for : 

he moſt part,the Univerſal Church 

that propoſeth them, but'fome par- 
Icular mzn ; and if the Authors be 

prave , their Teſtimony will cxcry 
more 


4 The Rule of Faith, 
more of leſs Authority with.is ( yet 
Rilk but bumane) according to their 
different qualities, 
- Some of theſe Writer,as Facobu 
de Varagime int his golden Legend, 
Sian AMrtajbrafies in the Saints 
lives, and: particularly, in thoſe of 
$ Chriſtopher, S. Georg, S.ltr ſwla, 
aver, ahd feveral other Mar- 
trs, do relate divers paſſages much 
to the prejudice of truth,and diſho- 
hor of the Saints, which are learned- 
ly corrected both by Beromns, and 
Kibadinera, And yetin their works. | 
may tilt remain ſomething uncer- 
tain, or "+ 1-7 ney A credit | 
of the Authors by whom they were | 
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0. Dodrine grounded y N- 
wk. » diverſly interpreted ei | 
ther by the Ancient Fathers, or 
our modern Doctors, is an Article 
of Faith ; For, ſuch a Doctrine, 
though it may be revealed, yet. the 
Revelation is not aſcer to us, 
nor propoſed by the Church ; and 
I inf caly upon that ſcore. Nor 
can thoſe Dodrines, ( which we 
properly call School-Divinity , and 
whoſe nature 'tis-to-be diſputable )- 
be eſteemed within the 

tion 


Cer- 
in , when the Premiſles ae 
0d; and probable when | g 

- - Prenufles* 


6 The Ruleof Faith, 
*:Fremiſes atrive no-higher ; «This 
commonly happens in the dehate of 
School - queſtions , which * never 
come within the compaſs of Fatth; 
muci leſs do the Arguments of our 
Adverſaries, in points Controverted, 
Who pretend no farther then by de- 
ductions out of Scripture to prove 
- their aſſertions, which, were they 
true, yet could not be of Faith, 
. As for Gracians Decrees, and the - 
Gloſſe, they can claim nothing of 
Faith , the Author being a parti- 
cular DoRor, 2nd ſubjeR to many 
miſtakes , even in the citation” of 
. Authors , nor does he pretend to 
any ſuch thing 3 much leſs weight 
has the Gloſle , then the Decreex, 
where many filly andrigdiculous pat- 
ſages are diſcovered. 

As for the Papal Decrees, con- 
tamedin the body of the Canon 
Eawv, or publiſhed fince,;none of 
them do conſtitute an: Article of 
Faith ; for, certainly the greateſt 
| part 
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part of theſe Decretals contained *' 
in the body of the Canon Law, are 
but Rules of Government and Po- 
licy for the Biſhops Courts, by 
which the Judges are dire&ed in de- 
ciding cauſes, and principally in 
collating Benefices. Beſides theſe, 
there are in them very many = 
ticular Anſwers of Popes to ſome 
Biſhops; but how they ſhould come 
to be deemed Articles of Faith, 1 
cannot ſo much as gueſs, Bellar- 
mine , Who, ( to vie d» Monlins 
Phraſe ) writes at the Popes feet, 
maketh no difficulty-to acknowledg 
errours in ſeveral of them. As for 
example, where the Ca- | 
non out of Gracian 1s _ _— 
objeted, 9nd propeſn- i 
iſt; + extracted out of <>, x:. 
Grenory the 3d, where | 
itis ſaid, That , rf 4 woman ſhoult 
be ſich5 and by that means unable 
to render her duty to her hnsband, 
the husband , if he have not the gift 

of 


8 The Rule of Faith, 
of continenc y nay take another wife: 
- He replyeth thus,. That the Pope 
fail'd, through. ignorance, which we 
do not deny. may. happew' to. Popes, 
when they do net properly define, but 
onely declare their opimions, as Gre- 
gory ſeems here to have ' done, This 
anſwer of. the Cardinal ſhowes, ho 
| little force there is in any Objection 
drawn from.the Decretals,. ſince in 
theſe the Popes declare only their 
Qpmions, without defining What is 

of: Faith.. 
| That alfo ignot efteemed an Ar- 
ade of Faith,,. which. is-defined.in 
Provincial. Councils, though the 
_ ſhould preſide in perſon, or 
by his Legates; and the reaſon.is, 
t the ſecond condition is alwayes 
wanting in. this. caſe, and very of- 
ten the firſt, Beſlarmine, lib. 4. 
cap. 2 treating this ſubje& in the 
"—_ Controverſie , mY 
Opinions currant among 

tholiques ;. the firſt, that the Pope, 
as 
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as Pope, may be an Heretique ,-and 
teach Hereſe , if he doth define 
without a General Council ; ſome 
Dotctors-of Paris have defended this 
Opinion, as Gerſon and Almarnw, 1n 
their Books of Eccleſiaſtical Power; 

Alphmſus deCaſtro againſt Hereſies, 
2 Pope Adr1ey in the Queſtion of 
Confirmation, Theſe ſeem to place 
thejudgment of Jafatbb1/ity in mats 
ters of Faith, notin the Pope alone, 
but in the whole Church, that is in 
the Pope, and a General Council. 
The A whether the 
be an Heretique, or no, yet he'can- 
not define any thing heretical, di- 
refed tothe whole Church, The 
third Opinion's, that the Pope 
cannot in any wayes be ar Heretic, 
nor publickly teach Hereſie, 
w— _ to define of himſelf,” 
Opinien is not 
Hererical ; fiance we bar lr 
cenſuresnot thoſe that maintain it, 
yet, it ſeems veryFſroncous, and 
next 


TO The Rule of Faith, 
next to Herefie, The ſecond 1s 
the moſt certain , and to be aſfirm- 
ed. The third is probable, but not 
certain :- Thus Bellarmine ; whom 
I therefore have ſo largely cited, to 
wipe away their Calumny ho 
._ blame me for ſaying, That the 
Definttions of the Pope, ex cathedra, 
ont of a General Council, are not of 
Catholigue Faith ; which I again ſo 
affirm, that I condude it a moſt 
certain truth, according to the O- 
pinion of all DoKors, even Bellar- 
wine himſelf ; who expreſly ſayes, 
the firſt Opinion is not Heretical ; 
nor do I agree with Bellarmine, that 
it is Erroneous,and next to Hereſie, 
and himſelf indeed ſayes it but ten- 
derly , and with a videtwr: For, it 
doth not ſeem ſo to all, who think 
it rather temerarious, to accuſe Ger- 
ſon, Almainus,and Adrianm,of erro- 
neous, and neer-heretical Opinions. 
Refides, its evident, even out of 
Bellarmine, that it 1s not defin'd by 
the 
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the Church, that the Pope( not in 
a General « ouncil ) is infallible,nor 
his Definitions of Cathol:que Faith: 
So that all Divines agree , that ſuch 
a Doctrine is not of Catholick_ Fauh; 
this was all I ſaid, and is moſt cer- 
tain ;, which my Calummators, 
through precipitancy of judgment, 
obſerved not. 

Which of theſe 3 Opinions I 
follow, 1s not to my purpoſe, yet, 
I rather adhere to the ſecond , but 
without cenſuring the firſt , my 
| buſineſs being to reduce Separatiſts 

to the Caththolique Faith, without 
medling with any other Do&rine, 
I didnot ſay, thatſuch Definitions 
were not of Faith z my Adverſaries 
conceived, but I only ſaid , and I 
ſay it again, That they are not of 
Cathelique Faith, or which all, as 
Catholiques, are bound to hold, as 
of Faith, and the contrary to which 
1s Heretical, and removes from the 
boſome of the Church ; yet do all 


& 
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confeſle, what is decreed by the 
Biſhop of ſo great a Sea , is of 
weighty Authority , though only 

by his private Council , or 
writing onely privately to ſome Bi- 
ſhops ; and yet of more weight are 
his Decrees m a Provincial Synod, 
but moſt of all, when, ex C * wy 


propoſing ſuch Decrces to the whole 
Church, either in his private Cuun- 
cil, or Provincial Synod ; and *ts a 
raſhneſs not to itſuch Deter- 


Minations. 

Wherefore theſe Cenſurers pro- 
ceed too haſtily, and their Cenſure 
deſeryes a ( enſure, as offering to 
introduce a new Doftine, to be be- 
lieved as of Catholick Faith, which 
| nooneas yethas held ; towit, that 
| whatisdefin'd by the Pope ex Ca- 
' thedra,( out of a General Council ) 
| is of Catbolique Faith, and to be 
believed under pain of Herefie. 
Vide lat. Edit, The pradtice &- 

P. 526- ven- of. the Uni- 
| verſal 


; | + 
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verſal -Church'-4s no ſufficient 
ground for an Article of Catholi 
Faith, by reaſon the ObjeR of Faith 
is Trath ; and oftentimes the 
C hurch proceeds in -matter of Pra- 
Rice, upon probable Opinions, and 
this probability 18 ſufhcient to ju- 
Rifie the Practice, which the 
Church alſo upon juſt cauſe ma 
change : As for example, val. 
ques teacheth, that the diſh 228 
Church did anciently },.” Fe 
pray in the Maſle for 
Infdels alive, and Catecumens 
dead ; and that the Sacrifice of the 
Maſs offered for them ; and yethe 
holds it but a probable Opinion, 
and rather jnclines to the con- 
trary , that the Sacrifice of the 
Maſſe ought not to be offer'd but 
for the Faithfull living and dead ; 
by which Opinion the Church 
ſeems guided at _ : But 
Vaſques Anſwer is, that the Church 


following a probable Opinion did 
| practice 
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practice that which ſhe did- not 
declare to be of Faith ,. as appears 
by the comrary practice now in 
uſe, 

The Church oftentimes - ( as 
Vaſques very well 
noteth ) confirms a 
Definition by ſome 
Teſt monies which do not dire&tly 
prove the Propofition, And yet, 
when the Fathers in a General 
Council affirm, that this is ga- 
thered from this or that place, 
;this or that Author, who dare ſay 
that the Foundation is weak and 
uncertain ? 

Bellarmame ( raiſing an Objeftion 


Tom. x lib, de PO the rvords of 
Cl:Nicis, ch.28g, Bomface the 8th, 


23 Y. atſp 182, 
on 


| HAnquam de Cen- 

ſibus, &c, That the Clergy is ex- 
empt from Taxes by Divine right, 
teacheth the contrary, and anſwers, 
that Bomiface was of the Canoniſfts 
Opinion , and delivered his ſence 
accord- 
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accordingly , but defin'd nothing ; 
for he ſpeaks not by way of defini 
tion in a controverted point , but 
only by way of ſimple aflertion, and 
as 1tivere en paſſant : The ſame may 
be affirmed cf General Councils ; 
when they mention any thing in 
this manner and do not properl 
define ; For, as the ſame Author 
athrmes, it is neceſſary, 
that General Councils 4 Fo de 
properly detine the thing —_ ws 
in queſtion, as a Decree £ 
which ought to be held as of Ca- 
perm re Hence at ring 
adds , they are. not properly Here- 
ticks, who hold the | wg to be 
abrwe all Councils, though he ſay, 
the laſt Lateran Council, under Leo 
the tenth, Seff, 11. expreſly and 
profeſſedly teaches, that the Pope 
1s above Hl Councils, and- rejeas 
the contrary Decree made in the 
Council of Bei; becouſe 'tis 
doubtfull whether the Lateray 

B Council 
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Council defin'd that Dogtrine pro- 
perly, as a Decree tobe believed 
with Catholique Faith, and ſo they 
are not properly Hereticks , that 
maintain the contrary, 

The ſame Bellarmin, ( lib. 2. of 
Councils, C.19. ) alſo requires, that 
the Definition be made Conciliarly; 
P. Martin the fifth ſaid, he only 
confirm'd thoſe Decrees of Faith, 
which were made in the Council of 
Conft arce,conciliarner, 1,4, after the 
manner of other Councils,the Que- 
Rion being firſt diligently exami- 
ned : Burt tis clear ( {aics he ) that 
this Decree of a General Council, 
baving immediate Authority from 
Chriſt, which all, even the Pope 
ate bound to obey, was made wi 


our any examining; So that Marti 
confirming all Decrees conciliarly 
made, 'intended onely the conde 
-nation of Wrck/iff and Hwſs. 
Hence follows,that the Depoſit: 
@r the ordering of Chapters and 


ES co vw tu - 
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nons is not belonging to faith, but 
only the Canons and Definitions 
; p.diſp. themſelves. Vaſques alſo 
207-c-3, afhirms,hat all that 1s taught 
by the Council,in the Chapters pre- 
ceding the Canons belonging to 
Doctrine, (meaning the decreeing , 
not the introductive part)is of Faith, 
and the contrary - an Ecrar, and he 
that adpergs to it an Heretick, 

IT, The Obje&t defined mult be 
property #1 Obx&t of 


4 According to the ſame 
Author,it 15-not at all erro- 
jeous to affirm, that a ge- 
eral Council may err in Precepts, 
nd in particular Judgments ; and 

B 2 having 


ch.25- 
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having made an ObjeRion, <1. 14 
that Pope 1znecent the 8th had per- 
mitted thoſe of Norway to celebrate 
Maſſe without Wine ( which 1s un- 
doubredly an Error ) ; He replies, 
that the {aid Pope madeno Decree, 
whereby he declared to the whole 
Church,that it is lawfull to offer Sa- 
crifice without Wine; wherefore he 
kas err'd in fat,but not in Doctrine, 
The ſame Author having «h 4 
raiſedto himſelf thisObje&ion, That 
Pope Stephen had commanded to re- 
ordain thoſe that formerly were or- 
dain'd by the Anti-Pope Formoſm, 
and conſequently, the judging that 
the firſt Ordination vas not valid, 
was an unqueſtionable Error, For 
wmoſus , being atleaſt a Biſhop, ar- 
ſwers thus, Pop = Steven made ni 
Decree by which he defin'd th 
thoſe who were ordained by a de 
graded Bifhop, ſhould be reordair 
ed, but le fo o did thisin prof 
cution of his paſſion or hatred 
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not out of Ignorance or Herehe, 
The ſam2 Author afſures <5: 
us, thatitis no Error to ſay, the 
Pope or General Council may err in 
f:amingLaws,not neceſlary toSalva- 
tion, or of things indifferent,or ma- 
king Super fluous Lwvs, or under too 
great a penalty, And moreover,that 
a General Council may err in parti- 
cular matters of fa&t, which depend 
upon the Teſtimony and Inform1- 
ton of men, According to which he 
adds, that the fixth General 
Council condemned Pope 
Horori9 of Hereſie by falſe Inſor- 
matio;yand by miſunderſtanding the 
Epiſtles of Honors, for, without all 
doubt,a General Council may err in 
a Queſtion of Fa&. 

I ſhall far. her add this particular 
cut of Swares, Although the Po:e 
in the grant of an Indulgence de- 
clares expreſly, that he 1s moved 
thereunto by ſuch a cauſt , which he 
c:nceives ſufficient for the foreſaid 

B 3 orant ; 
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oma. difo.cs. Fan; That man 
of Indrig S285" would not | be 
- thought deficient 
in faith , that ſhould queſtion! the 
ſufficiency of the caſe, and' con- 
ſequently the validity of - the Indul- 
zence ; For this declaration of the 
Pope doth not at all belong to faith, 
buc to a particular aQtion, depending 
upon humane prudence, in Whic 
the Pope hath no infallible afſi- 
ſtance from the Holy Gholt , but 
onely in what belongs to Faith, ac- 
co:ding to this Text of S. Luke, ch, 
22. v.32, I hare prayed For the 
PETER,that thy fanh may not fail: 
This is prudently noted by Swarer, 
according to which it is far from 
being of Faith, that ſuch or ſuch an 
Excommunication is valid, or, that 
ſuch of ſuch a Kingdofne is difpoſe- 
able by the Pope for ſuch or ſuch 
cauſes.” 
I have now ended concerning the 
general way of ſeparating matters 
of 
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of Fanth from all other Do&rines ; 
Ler us apply it to our particulat 
controverſtes,which w2 ſhall coun- 
tenance with the Authority of -our 
moſt renowned modern DoRors, 
that there may be no doubt of the 
ſolidity of this Rle, * And from 
hence will appear, that the points 
controverted are much fewer then 
commonly eſteemed, and the way 
to an accord more eaſe, which, I 
hope, will facilitate an Agreement, 
and Subſcription from our Sepa- 
ratiſts to the undoubted Articles of 
the Cathelique Church, 


CHAP. 3. 


Particular matters : Of Meri 
and Inherem Juſtice." 


| i. us now deſcend to particular 
matters about which our Ad- 
yeraries contend with us, 

B4 Concern- 
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Concerning Merz, it is an Article 
ef Exith, That A MAN} JUSTI- 
D, TRULY DESERVES 

IFE EVERLASTING BY 

/ HIS GOOD WORKS; For, 
this is the Definition of the Coun- 
— cil of Trent ; But, as it 
Can. 32. 15 not there defin'd, that 

theſe Merits are of Ju- 
fiice, or of Fidelity, or of Condignt- 
ty, Of of Congruity ; ſo, none of 
all theſe Particulars are of Faith. 
Mu There ar:(ſaith Bel- 
Juſt f.-.16. {armine) 3 Queſtions 
among our School- 
mn: The firſt,'f the Merits of th: 
Juſt ought to bz ſo termed, from 
C ondigntt Y, OT from Ccongruit z ? The 
ſecond , If this Condigaity proceek 
from the promiſe, or from the work? 
The ttird, Whether God rewards 
the works of the Juſt above, and 
the works of the Impious below 
their Cond'gn'ty ? As for the firſt 
Queſtion, all Catholicks agree, 
that 
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that th? good works F the Juſt are 
meritorious of Eternal Life ; but, 
ſome would have theſe Terms of 
condignity and congranty laid afide, 
and rather ſay , the works of the 
Juſt are meritorious of Life Ever- 
Iſting by the Grace of God, Thus 
teacheth Thomas Waldenſis , &C, 
Others will have the good works of 
the Juſt meritorious hb condignity, 


but this condiymty ſo expounded, as 
that it rather fignihes congruit y, 
This opinion is owned by Ds- 


Yandas, Gregor, &C. but the moſt 
common Opinion amonglt Divines 
admits only a merit of congraity. 
The Opinion of Dxrandns were not 
to be rejected, if he intended no 
farther than that our merits are not 
by Condignity, or abſolute Juſtice, 
but only preſuppoſing the libe- 
ral Promiſe of God, but, he ſeems 
to intend, that our qnerits, proceed- 
Ing from the Grace of God, and 
the Promiſe preſuppoſed, are not 

Bs at 
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at all ſuch as that any recompence 
1s due to them by Juſtice, but by 
the ſole liberality of God ; YVaſques 
_ allo 1s of Opimon, 
taat nothing 1s due 
| by Juſtice, but only 

by the Promiſe of God. Fi 
/— Ao the ſecand Queſtion, whe- 
' ther our g90d works are meritorious 
by Condignity in reſpe& of the Pa& 
only, or in reſpe& of the work 
only, or in reſpect of the one and 
the oth&. There are who holdtnat 
good works proceeding from Grace, 
are not meriiorious by Condignity, 
by reaſon of th2 work,but in reſpect 
ef the Promiſe, and the Divine ac- 
ceptation, This is taught by Scat, 
and tivers ancient Schonl-men, and 
by the Modern Vega, Theſe hald, 
that the works of the Juſt are reilly 
and properly good , but that they 
are no! of that excellency as prop or- 
tionable to Eternal Life, but ;only 
as they are accepted of God as a 

Ju 
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juſt - recompence of Eternal Life, 
yet fill with Telation to the pact 
and promiſe, not to-the Dignity.of 
the york, The other-opinion ſeems 
to us More probable, Which teach- 
eth, that the good works of. the juſt 
are meritorious of Eternal Life by 
(C ondignity, in: a joint reſpect 'of 
the pact, and the work, for God is 
not obliged to accept this Work, as 
to ſo great a recampence , if his 
Covenant did not induce him to it, 
And here I cannot butnote, that 
Meſtrezat did falſly cite the Car- 
dinal , as delivering thts Dotrine 
for an Article of Faith ; whereas it 
is onely proluced as an opinion of 
the'Schools. | 

As to the: third Queltion ,; whe- 
ther God Almighty doth not re- 
ward good works beyond their Cor- 
dignity > The afficmative. is tije 
conſtant opinion of the Schools : hi- 
therto Bellarmin, 

What concerns merit for another 

| —_ 
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man, though by congruity , is no 
Article 'of Faith, no not the con- 
verſion of a finner, nor any other 
favour whatſoever ; For the Coun- 
cil propoſeth no ſuch thing, as will 
hereafter more fully appear, 

As fot good works in particular, 
and : ſpecre, if you demand which 
of them are meritorious of Ecernal 
Life? I anſwer, It 1s not an Ar- 
ticle of Faith,” that any gdod work, 
eicher of Juſtice, Temperance, For- 
titude, Hope, or any other Vertue, 
( except Charity ) are meritorious 
of Life: everlaſting, though pro- 
ceeding from the grace of God,and 
a by ſuch as are already in the 
ftate of grace, The Proof 1s cer- 
tain, for we have not received the 
contrary by any clear Revelation : 
Nor does the Council of Tremt at 
| aft meddle with it; and\at the beſt, 
| Itis only deducible by coMſequence; 
| but ( as T ſaid before ) we do not 
| build, as upon a certainty, what is 
gathered 


The Rule of Faith, 27 
gathered by conſequences, though 
they ſeem deduced either from 
Scripture, or from the, Decree of a 
General Cuuncil. . 

Vaſques,in this point 1.244.217. 
of Merit, ſaiesythe firſt ©2P- 7: 
Opinion is of ſuch who affirm, that 
thoſe only good works are merito- 
rious, winch proceed from the com- 
mandment of Charity, This Opi- 
nion is taught by Scotxs, Gabriel, 
Durandss, and Bellarmine himſelf, 
who delivers it as the moſt frequent 
Dodrine of the Schools, and yet the 
Miniſters impoſe upon the Church, 
as if ſhe taught for an Article of 
Faith, that Faſting, Mortification, 
and other exteriour works, or the 
Monaltical Vayves of Chaſtity, Po- 
vertys ahd Obedience, are merito- 
rious of Erernal Happineſs,and that 
in them conſiſts the PerfeStion of 
Sanity, whereas we conſider them 
onely as the way and m2ans to Cha- 
rity, which is onely of itſelf deemed 

meTtt- 
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merttorious of Everlaſting Life. 
Anil here I will conclude all thoſe 
Bocks and” Writings uſeleſs and 
vain, which impoſe this Calhumny 
upon.the Church, 

As for Jwſtice, to uſe the words 
'of the Council of Trent, 1f any ſhall 
Jay, Men are juſtified either by the 
bnely Impuration of Chrifts Juſtice, 
or by only Remiſſion of ſinnes, 
excluding ” Bra and Charity, which 
by the boly Ghoſt is porered imo therr 
'heavt? ; or,” that the Grace whereby 
we are juſtified , #5 onl 7 the ſavor 
of Ged ; Anathzm?a, This is the 
Dotrine of. the Catholick Church. 
Hut it is nat of Faith that this inhe- 
rent Juſtice is a habit, 
©  S$6me Modern Divines ( accnrd- 
ing to Vaſque?) hold 
it as a thing already 
defin'd, though til! 
cdntroverted, to wit, whether the 
Church . hath defin'd it, or, that it 
belongs to Faith, that the _ 
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by which ſinners are juftified, be a 
quality and habir permanent in the 
ſoul, or whether this Juſtification 
may be effe&ted as well by the affe-' 
ion of Love towards God, and 
contrition for fin ? and whether all 
that is ſaid of our Juſtice in Scri- 
ptures, Councils and Fathers, may 
remain'200d, if one ſhould affirm, 
That inherent Juſtice is the affe&t- 
on of the Love of GoJ, and of con - 
trition for ſin, The Title of his 3d 
Chap. is, That it is not defin'd as 
yer, Whether thoſe that are'come 
to the age of diſcretion are juſtified 
without the Sacrament, by a habit 
onely.: Andin the 6th Chap, The 
Church bath not yet expreſly de= 
cl1r*d, that the juſtification of litele 
children, ahd of thoſe? that are jaſhi- 
hed by attrition onely, and by help 
of the Sacrament, is done by ſame 


habit : Hitnerto Vaſques, ©. 
I argue therefore - £71 in behalf 
of our General Rule of Faith, Sines 
neither 
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neither the Council of Trent, net 
any other General Counct! do h 
evidenily propoſe this Doctrine to 
be believed, neither concerning 
people at the age of D:ſcretion,nor 
Infants baptiſed, nor of Juſti ficati- 
on effeRed by vertue of the Sacra- 
men:,. nor, of that done out of the 
Sacrament, it cannot be eſteemed 
an Article of Catnolique Faith, 1 
do ndt deny what Szares ſaith in 
profecution of this, That he con- 
ceives, it clearly folloives from the 
definition of the Church, that both 
little Infants, and thole of the age 
of Diſcretion, who obtain remiſſion 
of their imnes by vertue of the Sa- 
crament, are juſtified by a Ferma- 
nent habit, and quality. But ſince 
this is only deduced by way of con- 
ſequence, drawn from the Propoſal 
of the Church, *tis not of Faith; it 
being probable , That no Do&rine 
which is not expreſly propoſed by 
the Church, but drawn by conſe- 
Z quence 
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guence from her Derees, is an Ar. 
ucle of Faith: To little purpoſe 
therefore do our Adverſaries con- 
—— us —_ | yn of 
Habit, fince, in that they o>poſe 
not the Church at all, . +08 
Hence tis, that Meſtrezart ( Mi- 
niſter of Charenton with ſom'others, 
hath atteſted the Catholique Faith 
in the Matter of Merit and Tuſti- 
fication, inſtead of oppoling it Mnd 
purely by a miſtake of the ſaid Do 
arine, whil'ſt he writes thus in his 
D.ſcourſe of Grace : We pag.,g. 
do ackrowledge, that good 
works obtain Eternal Life, onely,we 
would have it obtained by Benigmty, 
grace, goodneſs , and the mercy of 
God : and ſo we do net rejett the 
word ( merit ) nor t» merit, accord- 
ding tothe ſence of the Latin word, 
And moreover we confeſs, ,,Q .g. 
we receive'the Kingdome © 
of heaven, as a remmneration of owr 
good works, and diſpute only of the 
natire 
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nature of this remuneration, to wit, 
if it be of Grace, Bounty, and Mercy, 
) or of rigar of Taſtice by a condigntty 
7: of the work. And Again, 
4 if you ſay, tnat Remune- 
ration is due by rigor of Juſtice,and 
by condignity of the work, which 
1s the Tenet of the Roman Church, 
Le Faſt : citing Bellarmin, hov 
};b: &f-17- can there be a more 
orols miſtake, then to 
charge the Church with this, as a 
Dottrine of Faith, and yet openly 
to acknoiyledg as much, or rather 
more then the Church teacheth in 
matters of Merit, for the Church 
holds no more, but that the works 
of Charity only have for reward 
Eternal Life : Wherexs, Meſtrezat 
eonfefſerh the ſam2 of all good 
works in general ; and in that ſaies 
more then is neceſſary for a Catho- 
lique to ſay. The ſame Antho:r 
Pag. 35, ſpeaks thus concerning in- 
herent Juſtice, Inherent 
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Tuftice, which i the renuing of our 
ſowls in Santtity and Chriſtian Ver- 
tues, hath a being ih our Salvation, 
And again, Regeneration P21. 40. 
and Santtification produce * 
1n #d inherent J nſtice. God doth not 
rmpute inherent ae but produces 
it mus, As for his Spirig, pag-37. 
it i: derrved tows by (Rege=- © 
neration, #s the habitual corruption 
of Adam is produced in us by natu- 
ral generation, Behold our Miniſter 
here clearly a Catholique, and pro- 
fefſing ſomething beyond the Ar- 
ticle of Faith : for he teaches, that 
inherent juſtice is habitual , and 
doth not only acknowledg it in 
Charity, but in all other Chriſtian 
Virtues, And the ſame I have ( up- 
on another occaſion ) demonſtrated 
againſt Teſtard and Two Frenth 
Amirant. Miniſters, 

As for our Satisfaftions,the ſame 
is to be ſaid, as of Merits, to its 
that it is an Article of Faith ac- 

cording 
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according to the Definition of the 
Sefl. 14. * Council of Trent Af- 
can-12»13.14. ter Juſtification there 
Seſl.6. can.3o ſometimes remain ſome 
temporal pains to pay, for which we 
ſauisfie by Faſting, I rayers, &C, 
Bur jt 1s not of Faith, that by theſe 
works we ſatisfie by way of Con- 
dignity or by Juſtice, or by the rigor 
of Juſtice, or by the mercy of God: 
Nor, that our Satisfa&tions are pro- 
perly ſatisfactory, but rather an ap- 

lication of the ſatisfations of 

eſus Chriſt : nor that we can 
ſatisfhe for the pains due to other 
mens . ſfinnes, an communicate 
unto them our Satisfa&tions, The 
Reaſon is, that nothing of all this 
is propounded as of Faith, by the 
Council of Tremt , nor any other 
* General Council, as hereafter more 
at large will appear, 
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CHAP. IV. 
Of the Pope, 


Hat which 1s contained in our 

Profeſſion of Faith 1s by all 
C ath«liques ſubmitted toz1s an Ar- 
ticle of Faith, 1 believe that the 
Pope of Rome « Succeſſor of St. 
Peter , 4nd Vicar of Jcius Chriſt 
upon earth ; 1 do acknowledy the 
Holy Catholick Apoſtolique Ro- 
man Church as Mother and Mit- 
ftriſs of all other Churches : 
Words taken out of the Council of 
Trent, Which Definition agrees with 
that of Florence, and writ- $,q.,q, 
ten,and ſigned by the whole 
Council, after a moſt exat Diſ- 
cuſſion of every term by the Greeks, 
and is as followes,and no more, We 
define that the Holy Sea Apoſtolique, 
and the Roman Biſhop is Succeſſor 
of the B. Peter: Prince of the Apoſtles, 
and trne Vicar of Jeſus mw 
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head of the whole Church ; Father 
and Dottor of all the Chriſtians ; 
ard that full power hath been given 
him by our Saviour Jelus Chriſt, 1» 
the perſon of B, Peter, to feed, rwle, 
and govern the Umwerſal Church, 
as it 15 contained in the Atts of Oc- 
eumencal Comncils, and in the 
Hol ” Canens, 

Nane cf theſe 3 enſuing Doctrines 
go at all belong to Faith, 1, Taat 
the Pope is infalible in himſelf, 
ſeparated from a General Councu, 
2. That he is above a General 
Council, and may not; be judged 
{by-it, -3. Thathe hath an indireR 
Authority over the temporal power 
of Kings. Thereaſon is manifeſt ; 
for none of theſe ore delivered by 
any clear Divine Revelation , nor 
: Propoſed by the Univerſal Church, 
as appears by what is above cited 
out of the Councils of Trent and 
Florence, _ the Crecians were 
preſent, who for a long time « p- 

posd 
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pos'd the extent of the Papal power, 
and did at that time fift every word 
in the Definition of the Popes 
pover and Authority, before they 
lubſcribed thereunto, . And alſo we 
may well believe,that the Pope and 
the Weſtern Prelats did not omit 
to inſert what was! due to that 
Authority , and both the- one and 
the other ſigned no more than what 
is above mentioned , and agreed, 
this and only this to be accepted,as 
belonging to Faith, 

Bellarmin, ( ho to uſe du Mou- 
lins Phraſe ) writes at the Popes 
feet, and 1s not wanting to ſet 
down all che Rights appertaining 
to that Soveraign Power,in his third 
Controverſie,which is of the Pope, 
relates three Opinions currant a- 
mong Cathol:ques: 1, That the 
Pope, as Pope, may be an Heretick, 
and teach Hereſfie,if he define with- 
out a General Council. Some Pa- 
ri/1au Dottors, as Gerſon, Almains, 


(in 
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{ in their Books of the pover of 
the Church ) have maintained this 

| Opinion ) as alſo A/phonſus de Ca- 
ſftro againlt Herefies ; and Adrian 
the fixth, Pope, in the Queſtion of 
Confirmation z who all place the 
Judgment of /ofallib:/it y,in matters 
of Faith, not in the Pope alone, but 
in the Church ; that is, the Pope, 
and a General Council. In the 
ſame place Pellarmin rejects the 
Opinion that holds the Pope cannot 
be at all an Heretick, nor publickly 
teach Hereſie, though he ſhould 
undertake to define alone, The ſame 
Author confeſſeth, there are «< ,, 
many things in the Decreta/ 
Epiſtles, which do not appertain to 
matter of Faith, but only declare 
the Opinion of Popes, -upon ſuci 
and ſvch ett aatihan arufn | 1 
Inmcentrus the 3th, for giving wajif 7 
to thoſe of Norway to celebratg® 
without yine, ſayes, It was no D* 
cree dire&ed to the whole Church 77: 

Henc 
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and acquits us of that great trouble 
which Bellarmin takes upon him- 
ſelf, in exculing from error as well 
the Decrecs as Anſivers of ſeveral 
Popes, Which are objected in his 
tib. 4. ch. 8, third Controverſie of 
95 1031 130 the Biſhop of Rome, 
As to the ſecond Quere, the 
ſame Bellarmin ( in his fourth Con- 
troverſie) having put the Queltion, 
Whether the Council be above th 
Pepe? and ſhewed, that it began, 
and was debated during the Coun- 


this day among Catholiques, And 
chap. 14. a hittle farther, T' find 

three ſeveral Opinion 
of Doctors upon this Subje&. The 
firlt is, That the Council is abou 
. the Pope, Thoſe that favour thi 
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Opinion are the Cardinal of Cans, 
bray, Gerſon, Almamnu, and ſome 
others, beſides Cuſanxs, Panermi- 
tans, the Cardinal of Florence,and 
4bule:fis : And having firſt cited 
their ſeveral places, and then ex- 
plicated them at large, ſaith ; Theſe 
afſirmthe Soveraign power Eccleſt- 
altical 1s as well in the Council as in 
the Pope, but in the Council more 
immediately, and more immove 
ably :That it is in the Church to rule 
ws order the Pope,inſomuch that the 
Church cannoterr,but thePope may; 
thathis ſoveraign power Ecclefiaiti- 
cal is beſtow'd upen the Church im- 
mediately, and that the Pope being 
dead,or depoſed or not appearing in 
Council, the-Council is not thereby 
become an 1mperfe& Body, but per- 
fect, and has (till a power to define 
what is of Faith, and ena& Layves, 
&c, thence they ſeem to deduce this 
conſequence, T hat the Council is 4+ 
boze the Pope,and can bath judg,and 

2 puſh 
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puniſh him, and that it 3s the ſane 
thing to demand whether the Pope be 
greater then the Conncil,or whether a 
part be greater than the whole?hither- 
to Bellarmin, As to what he ſeems 
to fay in his 17th Chap, that thoſe 
who adhere to this opinion cannot 
be excuſed from great temerity, 
though they be not properly Here- 
ticues. This cenſure ſeems rather 
gwlty of temerity, than the Opi- 
nion cenſur'd, and it is not true 
which he pretends ; That the con- 
trary is taught by the Council of 
Flerence, or the laſt of Later«n,for 
© neither of them make any mention 
of it, and the opinion remains ſtill 
probable as well by the Authority 
of the Fathers of Conſtance and Pa- 
f1, as the Ancient Fathers , for 
certainly it had been needleſs vith- 
out this to have aſſembled ſs many 
General Councils, But the Deciſion 
of this difficulty is not at all nece{- 
ſary to@w deſign, It is ſufficient 
| . fot 
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for me to make it apparent,that it is 
no Article of Faith, nor a Dorine 
to which all Chriſtians are bound to 
—_ ſince our Doctors are not 

pon the point,and by appli- 
cation Pew. gr a our Rule of Faith,that it is 
not taught by any - Srv Council, 
As for the third Opinion, it is 
far from being an Article of Faith, 
to wit, a Doctrine which all Chri- 
ſtians are bound to accept, for it is 
not Clearly propes'd by the Uniyer- 
ſal Church | Bel Bellarmin himfelf ( in 
his Treatiſe of the Biſhop of Kame, 
handling the quettion of the Popes 
pover in temporalibu5)athro,there 
ae three Opiniens currant, the 
firſt, that the Pope has by Divine 
right a full power over-all the Uni- 
yerſe,as well in things Eccleſiaſtical, 
as Civil': The ſecond ſeems to bend 
to another extremity, and affirms, 
that the Pope, as Pope, 'and by Di- 
vine right, ar 
and that he can lay no command 


C3 upon 


no temporal power, - 
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upon ſecular Princes, much leſs 
deprive them of their Kingdomes 
and ug 9669 _ in = 
rel! t deferve a depr1- 
_ C—_ Opinion ſeems 
to hold'a mediroms, and is moRt fre- 
uent among Divines, to wit, That 
the Pope, as Pope, hath no tem- 
- porver direftly or immediately, 
t only (prrituat; That he hath 
notwithſtanczng a Soveraign power 
m temporaliues, yet only methate, 
and in'a way to ſpirituality. Bellar- 
wore dares not cenſure the ſecond 
won ' as Eroneous ,''or near to 
Hereſje, raſh br improbable, it 
remains at the: leaſt ptobablei; and 
if —_ Popes GOP de- 
ived ſome Kings and Emperours 
” theic Empires ky anſiver, out of 
our General Rule of Faith, Thr the 
pratice of the Univerſal Church 
m matter of Lawes does not com 
Kitute an Article of Faith, mu< 
leſs ſuch - ſingular and indiv 1dual 
: | Ad 


ARs of Popes, which (that the 
may be freed from blame ).it woul 
do well if they could appear ground» 
ol apoti agrebible Orinions \} 
As'to' the {afallibuiity of the Ca- 
tholigue Church , our profeſſion of 
Faith ſpeaks thus z / receive the 
boly Scriptures according to thas 
ſence. . and Expoſition ' which the 
_ hath, and war a 3 to 
which it belongs to') the true 
ſence of the hol - _— heſe words 
are extracted out of the Council of 
Trent, Seff 4. and it is fit we contain 
our ſelves in theſe terms,and. go. n0 
farther ; wherefore, as the'Council. 
abRains from this word Lxfallihi- 
lty , ſpeaking of the Cathalique 
Caurch , fo 1t is beſt to forbear-4t 
when we teach what is of Faith, 
leaving that term to the Schools 
men, as only fit for them,vvho know 
how to uſe it with moderation 4 for 
we finde it not in the-Holy Writ, 
nor in the Bathers, Let us content 
| C4 our 
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our ſelves with the terms of the 
Council, The matter thus expreſt 
is moſt certain, That the Catholich. 
Church never failes in Faith ov 
. Mannurs, by the aundoubied if 
ftance of the Holy Ghoſt, which © 
ſed, and never fails, and can 
werer fail, becauſe Jeſus Chriſt, 
who hath promiſed it , cannot tell 
« he, | | 
Some ſeem to mor another w_ 
ficulty ; whether ( ſuppoſing this 
aſutance) the Hol 1 be in- 
fallible in the Church;orthe Church 
becomes Infallible by the aſliftance 
of the Holy Ghoſt ? Let us ſend all 
theſe Subtleties to the 'Schools,\ as 
alſo this other Queſtion, Whether 
the Scripture be. properly the Jude) 
of Controverſie, or the Church, in\, 
her Gereral Councils 2 It- 1s. an 
ordinary ſaying, That the Lay 
judgeth , but experience teacheth, 
that the Judges perform the buſi- 
neſs. God ſpeaking in the Scripture, 
| = 
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is no Cueftion the Supreme Judg, 
bur when particular men raile de- 
bates Concerning the ſence of this 
_ or that place of Scripture, the Pre- 

lates in General Cauncils muſt de- 
termine Which ts the true ſence of 
the Propoſition then in debate ; 
Wnerefore let us adhere to the 
words of the Counctl of Trext,. and, 
of our Profeſſhon of Faith before 
cited, by which we fthall be ſuff- 
ciently guided, leaving the reſt to 
the deciſion of the Schools. 

There remains nov only to take 
notice what Blonde/ mn , -,,,.,, 
his great Volume hath 3rzzifter, 
ſaid in confirmation 
both of our Rule and Profeſſion of 
Faith upon this —_ oo the 
P remacy, which he pre- 
+ os and for want of 
truly underſtanding the Catholique 
Doctrine doth notably miſtake te 


our advantage, And firſt, 
mn his Preface he asketh P28: 7% 
| Cx this 


a The Ruleof Faith, 
This Queſtion, what Conxcil or 
Nation eight hurdred year ſince did 
beli. ve or attribute to the Pope what 
thoſe of his party now do? mither 
that of Florence, nor that of Trent 
hath dared to define any ſuch thing 
a they pretend to, It is ſufficient for 
me,that he undertakesto contelt mat- 
ters that xre not contained within the 
Definitions of General Cauncils, 
and that he 'doth ingenuouſly ac- 
knowleds,that the Councils of Fle- 
rence and Trent have not defin'd what 
the Popes party ( as he calls them ) 
ſeems nov to contend for,whicn are 
undoubtedly the Opinions . above 
mentioned , .and by m2 already 
ſeparated from theDoQrine of faith, 
" The Romans ſea ( ſaith 
the ſame Author ) claims 
ro it ſelf Infallibilit y, and an abſs- 
lute Monarchical power, And far- 
ther, The Popes attribute 
to themſelvet now adayes 
the Title of 4 ſupreme domineering 
Amboruy, 


Pag. ib, 


pag-830. 
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Authoru y,aud a power ereedgotall 
ſubauing the members of C brif. 
B-hold: both his; apparent miſtake, 
and the, true cauſe. of, his ſeparayon = 
from the Cathglique Church: Yer 
mere ; oktively in another-place he 
ſaith ,, T be Title of the papars, 
Apoſt.s. 15, Peter. ought. welt 
1% to be queſtioned, {ne the Greeks 
and Proteſtarts confeſs, that it was 


aciently beliewed, that be was Preſi- 
acnt aud chief ofthe Apoſtles, a foun 


dajien of the Church aud Peſſeſſcr of 
the Ke 95 of the K ingdome Heater, 
And ain, Rane, 4s the pag. 107, 
Church conſecrated by the 
abode and Martyrdome of $ Peter, 
whom Antiquity hath acknowledged 
chief of the Apeſtolique Called, Fl 
ving been bonoured with the Title of 
St. Peters Seat ; may, withoug any 
difiicats y be conſidered even by one of 
the maſt rewawy'd General Conncils,to, 
wit, _ of Calcedon, as the head. 
Herewa be clearly acknowledges St, 
7 PETER 
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PETER, to be head of the Apo- 
* files, and of the Church, by Divine 
Right, and the Biſhop of Rome his 
Sycceiſor, of which 1 havye' here- 
tofore treated, in anſiver to his 
 preat Volumn, or rather produced 
It as uſefull to our cauſe, wherein he 
both . proves our Tenet learnedly, 
and confutes the 3oth Article of his 
on Profeſſion of Faith, where it 
is ſaid , 2 believe all true Paſtors 
jn what place ſorver they ere, ty have 


equal at's ». #nder one chief 


and un'ver ſal Br } Jeſus ChriR, 
pag.z55. As tothe difficulty mo- 
ved , concerning a Judg, 
du Moulin ( in his Treatiſe of the 
FJudg of Controverhies ) thinks it 
convenient , that particular men 
fhould ſubmit to Councils and 
Synods, nay, even to National 
Councils. And moreover, it is pro- 
pag.210. Nibited to the Paſtors of 
=_— Churches, to teach any 
thing oppoſite to that which is con- 
| cluded 
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cluded in the National Synods, To 
this they are led by the ordinary 
courſe of reaſon; For otherwiſe (as 
they confeſs themſelves ) There can 
be neither Peace nor Order in the 
Church, but a moſt certain and ru- 
inous confuſion, Daille accords 
more diſtinaly with this Doctrine, 
in his #ſe of the boly Fathers, and 
ſaies, in the end We muſt refer our 
ſelves to the Church, provided we 
know which is the true Church, to 
whom this reference is due, and 
if ones aſſurance be revolv'd into 
the imvard perſwaſion of the Holy 
Ghoft, which gives a deſcernment 
of the true from the falſe, who does 
not ſee,that ye both may and ought 
to believe,that the Holy Ghoſt more 
powerfully affiſts the body of the 
Church, then particular perſons ? 

It is certain therefore, both a 
ready way to an accord, and to 
prevail with our Separatiſts, 1f we 
Rand faſt to the forementioned - 

termes 
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terms of our Profeſſion .of Faith, 
and the 'Council of Trent, without 
© adding, 'diminiſhivg, or altering : 
In which. no uſe is made of tnis 
' word Tnfa/libilty, And if we ſe- 
-pazate exatly the Dorine of Fa't? 
contained in theſe terms, from all 
nther opinions, \ve ſhalt eafily con- 
Ince thoſe that are now oit of the 
way, to ſubmit to our Profefſion of 
Faiih, and the- Council of Trex, 
which is abundantly ſufficient to 
make them perfeR £ atholicues, 


CHAP. V. 
Of the EUCHARIST. 


Ur Profeſſion of Faith ac- 

cording ' to the Council of 
Trent gogs thus, 7 confeſs, that in 
the Bleſſed Sacrament of the Altar 
therers truly veally,and ſubſtantially 
the body and bleed, 9. 41{0 jt 
PT | PP 
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The Rule of Faith, ' x53 
and Divinity of our Sawonr Jeſus 
Chrift ; and, that there is made 4a 
mutation of all the ſubſtance of bread 
into the body, and of all the ſubſtance 
of wine into blond,which mutation the 
Catholique Church call 5 Tranſub- 
ftantiation, This is anArticle of Faith, 
and let us beſure to underſtand it ac- 
cording tothe Fxpoſitian of the ſame 
Council in thz ſame Chap. The bo/ 
Synod doth profeſs,that Jeſus Chriſt, 
true God and true man,ts contarr'd in 
the Bleſſed Sacranem of the Encha- 
riſt , afier the conſecration of bread 
and wine, truly, really,and ſubſtan+ 
tally, under the ſpecies of the ſen- 
f'ble things ; for theſe things are not 
repurnant in themſelves , that the 
ſame Saviour be alwayes ſitting at 
the right hand of his Father, in hea. 
tn, according to'h1s natural may of 
exiſtence, and yet his ſubſtance be 
preſent ſacr amertall y in many other 
places, according to awther way of 
exiſtence; which though ' ne can 

hardly 


(54 . The Ruleof Faith, 
bard! 'y expreſs by words, yet we ma 
concerve tm thought, enirghtened by 
Faith, that it is not Cepeſſcbl to God; 
ard this we are bound coitantly to 
believe, Andfarther, in the ſecond 
Chapter, our Saviour will have it, 
that this Sacrament be received as 
the ſpiritual food of our ſoules, by 
which they muſt be nourithed, and 
comforted, living by the life of him 
that hath ſaid, who eateth me, ſhall 
lite for me + And, as an antidote 
and defence by which ie may be 
delivered from daily faults, and 
preſerved from mortal ſms, we 
may alſo ſay, that Jeſus Chr:ft, ac- 
cording to his manner of being in 
the Sacratment, 1s as a Spirit, and 
thathe is there ſpiritually, that is, 
according to the nature of a Spirit, 
John 6.63. The words that I ſpeak. 
te you are ſpirit and life, uf, wa 
being ſeen , without extention of 
parts, Whole in every part of the 
Symbels ; neither thick, nor big, as 
ll to 
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to the occupation of place , for 
ſpirits in thetr tes are thus 
truly ſaid to be tn places, In fine, 
That the body of Feſws Chriſt is 
here ſpiritual,and not ſenſual ; ſince 
St. Pax avers the ſame of onr bo- 
dies,after the Reſurre&ion; It s ſown 
4 ſenſual bedy,it will riſe a ſpiritual, 
1 Cor. 15.44. to wit, (according to 
the Glofs of Geneva ) in quality; 
which ſhall be quite different, and 
yet the ſubſtance: of the body not 
to periſh, And a little after, The 
Later Adam, which is Jeſus ChfiRt, 
hath been made into 4 quickenin 
ſpirre © Let us add, toivards the If. 
ſening of this Controverſie,vhat we 
finde ſet down in the 36th Article 
of our Separatiſts Confeffion of 
Faith: Jeſws Chriſt doth truly feed 
and nouriſh ws with bis fleſh and 
bloud : Moreover, we believe, that 
by the ſecret and incomprehenſible 
vertne of his Spirit, he doth nonriſh 
and gite wa both life with his bedy -_ 

a 
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his bloud, What difficulty 'then 


remains, in caſe they believe the 


ſubRance of the body to be preſent 
for the nouriſhment of their ſoules, 
to. believe alſo, that the ſame ſub- 
ſtance is preſent under the ſymbols 
of bread ? for what they obje& doth 
x. aa oppoſe the ones and the 
other 3. in five, ( they being united 
with the, Lonherans, who. profeſs 
to believe Wisgeeleuce.) Way will 
they differ with. us upon the.ſame 
Motive ? 

{we poor, not at . all to enter 
into. the debate of Schagl-queſtions, 
nor determinguniverſally or defini- 
tively,  whether-the onely body of 
Chrift, according to bis natural 
exiljence; may be in ſeveral places ? 
ary, whether no other body but anly 
-the body of Chriſt gy have a'Sa- 
cramental exiſtence, or be a Sacra 
ment ? and, whether from hence. it 
falloaves,that it is' the body of Go? 
\ The: mann, and convincing: Reaſoy 


1s, 
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is, that the Divine Revelation 
teaches not, nor the Univerſal 
C hurch propoſeth any of theſe to 
be believed ; And it imports not, 
that ſome of our Doctors ſeem to 
conclude theſe from Divine Revela- 
tion, or,'from the. propoſal of the 
Church ; for what ſeems to follow 
from either, is neither Divine Rey 
velation, nar the Propoſal, .of .the 
Church , and .confequently.. (' ace 
cording to the general 'opinion of 
Divines ) no Arcicle of Faith, to 
which only we are bound to ſub» 
mif, Ad on the ume gralge We 
ought to be flentin theſe Queſtions 
of Vaſques, and other School-men z 
2s, Whether the ſame body may be 
in many places at the ſame time? 
or, Whether Chriſt be in'the Sacra- 
mznt, as ina place? or, Whether 
being there, he may neither be feen 
nor ſuffer, nor a&, Fc. 1 

As for Trenſubſtantiation it ſelf, 
and that 'we believe the bread-j8 
changed, 
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changed, converted , and tranſub- 
Rantiated into the body of Jeſu 
Chriſt, it is not ( as Vaſques noteth 
very accutely, and proves at large ) 
That the matter of bread begins to 
be under the form of the body of 
Chriſt, as the meat is ſaid to be 
converted into the ſubftance of 
What is nouriſhed. Far be it from us 
to admit any of theſe convertions 
and yet bur Separatifts are often 
perſivaded by their Preachers, that 
this's our Tenet, which we abhor, 
for ſo the body of Jeſus Chriſt 
ſhould be aduridhed by bread, .and 
conſequently become mcorruptible, 
and both grow and diminiſh, 
which- is repugnant to his im- 
mortality, Ir 1s not. alſo ( as the 
fame Author obſerves ) that in the 
body of Chriſt is produced ſome 
accidental quality, or ſome ſubſtan- 
tial manner, which is incompatible 
with the ſubſtarce of bread and 
Wine, yet as a formal cauſe re- 


pugnant 
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The Rule of Faith, 59 
pugnant , by which Bread and 
Wine give over their being or defiſt 
to be, Nor, according to the ſame 
Author ; that the Body of Jeſus 
Chriſt is produced and conſerved 
in the Sacrament by vertue of the 
words, In fine(ſayes the ſame Au- 
thor ) This Tranſubſtantiation is 
neither a change nor a production 
of any thing, but it is a relation of 
order betwixt the ſubſtance that 
doth defiſt to be ; to wit,the Bread 
and Wine, and that into which. it 
doth defiſt, or ſucceeds to it,namely 
the body and btoud of Jeſus Chriſt; 
or rather ( according to the ſame 
Author ) The Church doth notpro- 
perly fix her definition ; but only 
ſuch is the force and efficacy of the 
words, by reaſon of their ſignifica- 
tion , that they cauſe the body 
and blood of Chriſt to be preſent, 
and by that deſtroy the ſubſtance of 
bread and wine, And again, ſuch is 
the ſignification of the words gf 

conſe- 
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conſecration. T hrs i my bod y,&c, 
Tnat by vertue and Fonificntion 
of the ſaid words, not only the body 
and bl-ud of Chrift is made preſent 
under the ſpeczes, but alſo the ſub- 
ſtance of bread and wine give over 
their being ; for the words being 
inſtiuted by Chriſt, and pronounced 
im his name, and by his Authority, 
ought to be abſolutely true : but 
they cannot be true, if they do not 
render the body and blood of Chriſt 
t under the Species, and de- 
ſiroy the being of bread and wine: 
And' the 'ncon;poſſibility of the 
body and blood with the ſubſtance 
of bread and wine proceeds from 
the ſole verity of the wards, for 
they cinnor be truly utter*'d, Except 
the preſerice be made good- of the 
body and blood, and the bread and 
wine deftroy'd : Hitherto Vaſques, 
What difficulty is there. at al 
= to conceive and ſubmit to this 
Catholique verity, ſo plainly ex 
os RGA pounded 
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pounded,and not to le at Tran 
ſubſtamiation in (© He ſenſe,it be= 
ng moſt conformable to reaſon, to 
believe that God will make good his 
own words ? The difficulty (cems to 
conſiſt in this, thatſome expe an 
alteration, or a Change in a natural 
way, and are willing to underſtand 
thoſe words in a different ſence from 
that of the Church,as if our, Queſti- 
ons concerning faith depended upr 
on mere words, which God forbid. 
And therefore let us not meddle at 
all with theſe Queſtions moved by 
the School-men concerning the eſ- 
fence of Tranſubſtantiation, to wit, 
Whether the body of Chriſt may be 
made preſent' in the Bleſſed Sacra- 
ment, without a converſion ? and 
whether every thing may be changed 
into another ? Thefe Queries ſeem 
rather to caſt a miſt before our eyes, 
then at all to clear the difficulty. 


1 he National Synod of Miniſters 
held at Charemton in the year wn 
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Mmd Daille with his Colleagues have 
made a fair overture for an Agree- 
ment in this Queſtion : Dale ( in 
his Apology for the Decree of that 
Synod, declating*their union with 
the Lutherans, who affirm, that 
the body of our Saviour is truly pre- 
ſent in the bread of the Euchariſt,) 
faith, -This opinion hath no venome 
Ih it , Nor 1s prejudicial to piety, or 
their Salvation : And for theſe rea- 
ſons, the Churches of thts Kingdom 


in their National Synod, at Charen- 
ton, in the year 1631. by an expreſs 
AR, have received the ſaid. Lathe- 
74n5 to Communion and Table,not- 
withſtanding this _ particular 


to.them, and not held by us. To 
this I will add a Letter of the ſame 
pag. 72- Author to one Monfiewr 
. AMonglas, It is a very 

hard thing, in my opinion, to make 
that man paſs either for a good 
Chriſtian, a tolerable Citizen, or 
a perſon of ſound reaſon, that 
believing 
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*CHADP. VI. 


Of the SACRIFICE of the 
MASSE, 


O7 abc mentioned Profel- 
fon of Faith, extraged from 


an Article of Faith, 
_ alfo Scholaftical and Pr 
Quettions upon the ſame SubjeRt; 
2s, Whether this Sacrifice be at 


The Rule of Faith, &5 
Jeſus Chriti conſeer@ed, and real 
there cortegned, 15 repreſented NW 
blondy Seerifice of biy that was 
ered wpen the Croſs, I donotſay, 
eſe words, of this explication 1s 


of . of Faith, butI dare;affirm, that to 
be a Cathdlique, it 15:ſufſicient tg 
<fef. believe 2 proper Sacrifice, whether 
{oi it be abſolute or commemaative ; 
Trent and what difficulty db our Adyerſa- 
Tres Þ ries fine in admiting fuch a $4 
ts a relative or :commema- 
rauve | 
fee fo chap-8- oo RE f4 ay ang 
TR thr Sderifice conſiſts formally in the 
ere nÞ epifiion of the_ ennipuency of 
ball © axtbor of !ife and drach. And 
& he chap. 5+ be the 
_ "Y fication of the death of Chriſt, 
57 TY mae @ bla Sgeriery and fr hs 
< reaſon 15 repreſented wot by the conſe- 
ne Fr4t10n of one only. een, but of 
tb] * bath together. For this reaſon, I 
4 D 2 ſay, 
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ſay, * the. tit and exuire efſence of 
this Sacrifice canſſts. in the Conſe- 
cration not of one only,but of both 
ſpecies, Yet an. abſolute Sacrifice 
( towit,net commemorative cf an- 
_ requires ſome change of the 
he thing . offer ; And yet this 

oe 1 not the formal reaſon of 
the Sacrifice , fer, that confiſts in 
| wh ſignification*'0f "the omuipo- 
of God, author of life and 

ee? 4 And therefore, if there be 
found an Oblation,by which without 
2 true and-real change of the thing 
offer'd,, God may be acknowledg'd 
and honou!'d as Author 'of life and 


death,it ought truly and properlyto 
de termed a Sacr Sy ihe 
"conſecration. of and blood 
of * withoyt zitat change of 
__ imſelf, by 'reaſoh, of the od 
I of vE death; ho: 
pri 
Ve 


ſi entation 
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ſentation of the dexth of Chriſt in 
the conſecration is as\vell ſignified, 
that God 1s the Author of Iife and 
death, as by the bloody death of 
Chriſt upon the Croſs ; And accord- 
ing to thus we hiveſaid heretofore, 
that "there is riot required to the 
Efſence of a Sacrifice in penetal 
any change of the thing offer'd, for 
the. commemorative. Sacrifice may 
haye .a being without it, though it., 
be neceſſary for the effence of” an 


abſoſute Sacrifice ;” becauſe ,, The 
formal reaſon of a Sacrifice, which. 
confiſts in _ » not by 


words,hut by the things themſelyes, 
by which Gog is ſignified. Author 
of life and death, 1s Found in the 
commemorative Sacrifice Without 
any ſuch change, 

But we muſt noje, that it would 
not be ſufficient for a commems- 
rative . Sacrifice ; to . be - truly and 
properſy termed a Sacrifice, if it 
vere only a fimple figne of the 

D'; death 
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death of atiy thing, not cottaimng 
the thing it ſelf, whoſe death 1s re- 
preſented ; for by that means the 
thing it ſelf whoſe death is repre- 
ſented ſhould 'not be ſaid to be of- 
fer'd in Sacrifice, nor be truly a 
commemorative Sacrifice,but rather 
a fizn or bare token of a Sacrifice ; 
But it is neceſſarily requir'd , that 
the thing it ſelf, whoſe death is re- 
- preſented , be a ſign of its own 
death, Since then Chriff himſelf 
is under the ſpecies of bread and 
wine, atid the a&ton of the Prieſt 
Mm offefihg them, doth ſo much 
concern him;thar he himſelf, being 
tepreſented by the ſpecies of bread 
and wine, doth repreſent in a pat- 
ticular matmer ( actordi which 
be is conſecrated by the Prieſt ) the 
| blodey real' dexth of hinifelf, 

ahd tat by this reprefentation he 
dedates, that God is the Author of 
Like and death r1Thotigh he be not 
''Taid to beKkiltd ard dye ttuly and in 


effed, 
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- effe&,butin figure and reſemblance 
only, notivithitanding he 1s ſaid 5 
be tru'y offer'd in Sacrifice ,, ang 
immlated in effe& ; what difhicul- 
ty is there 1n admitting a commz- 
morative Sacrifice in this ſence ? * 
As tothis wotd, proprirarer y Sa- 
crifies it is ary Articte of Faith, as 
I aid before,but not that it is propi- 
tiatory as the Sacrifice of the Croſs, 
or the Redem->tion of hummine; kind, 
for the Merit of, the  Sactifice; of 
tne Croſs ( according to the ſame 
Vaſqueswas of an infinite ,;6 .... 
es (0s then ſufficient —_— 
for our Redemption, and 
therefore there is no neceffity of 
any other \mmolation or Sacrifice, 
or of a reiteration of the ſame, et- 
"a in the repre Fy any 
ether, whereby Chr:t ſhould meric 
the grace of our Redemption : And 
S. Paw! (Heb.g.10. ) ſpeaks in the 
ſame ſence, frr"in - this. anbloody 
Sacrifice Chri# doth nod merits hut 
- D4-:- t,, h's 
of - | Y 
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his will was, that-as well by.this a 
by the Sacrament," the fruit of his 
eniverfat Merit might be applyed 
to us, Conformable to which the 
Sefſ.22. Cc. 3+ Council. of Trex 
' teaches, that Chri 
hath teftin his Church this Sacri- 
fice that the bloody one which was 
once performed upon the Croſs 
may be repreſented, and the Sove- 
raignvertue thereof applyed to the 
remiſhon of: thoſe finnes we datly 
commit, -'Here it/-48 defin'd , that 
the Sacrifice. is- a particular means 
whereby to ayply. the. fruit and 
merit of the patlion of Chr:/#. And 
what Calvin (ayes, that it. is ſuper- 
fluous for -the appligation- of the 
fruit of the Croſs, fince there are 
divers other wayes by which it may 
be applyed,is a moſt frivolous Oh- 
Ron z for by the ſame reaſon he 
may prove, that Baptiſm, and their 
communion ( as they celebrate it ) 
are ſuperfluous, fince there = 
| other 
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other jeans - ry wn of 
the paſſion of ma | | 
ds by the Pread:ng Th 
Word; &c. 

But F wonder what prejudice 
the Church receivesby various ap- 
47. 128, Plications of that merit ? 

chap. F. The ſame Vaſques ( ba- 
ing cited the Opinions 

of ſome Authors , who ſay, That 
not only the vernal,but mottal Ginnes 
for whour this Sacrifice is offer'd 
are blotted out thereby, as by the 
Sicrament of Penaxer, meaning 
that it is fufficient for that etfeR; 
that he for 'whom-it' is-offer'd'have* 
only Attrition, arid that by-the effis- 
cacy of this Sacrifice, a#well as the 
Facrament of Penance,, the grace 
of Remiſſhon - off firmes: is ia». 
mediately (confer'd - without: any 
other affection of the witP) confures- 
theſe Opinions, and pruves( in tns:: 
2d and 34 Chap.) That - this Sacrt=- 
ice- hath no foree at'all for the re» 

127114 Dx mitting} 
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- for venial,. nor © much as to 2ug- 
- ment grace and Juſtification, as 1s 
petform'd by the Sacrament of 
Penance, bit only to 1mplore the 
help of Grace, and the ſpirit of 
Repentance and Comriutrengby which 
our fans are truly forgiven, or to 
proqure ſuch holy inclinations by 
which a man may augment his Juſti- 
fication ; Inſomuch that this Sacri- 
fice of the Maſs is in ſome ſort leſs 
propitiatory than the Sacraments, 
and leſs than Comr:tion, fince by the 
one and the other immediately 

fannes are forgiven, | 
Moreover Vaſques teachetl and 
proves at large,that Contritzon alone 
purgeth from mortal: fin, and con- 
ſequently,. that it is.of 1t ſelf pro- 
pitiatory,. and in that regard much 
more formelly,thanthis our Sacrifice, 
which-is- propitiatory onely by way 
of impetration. . In the ſame man- 
ner- a5e. alſo. ARts. of Faith and 
Praye 


itnatory ; And therefase 
Fader Hehere the difficulty les 
in receiving this our Sacrifice of the 
Maſs as propitiatory, ſtnce-the fame 
is attributed to afts of Faith,” aftSof 
Contrition, and recetvingthe Bld- 
ſed Sacrament... Infomuch- that 
I conclude (the miſunderftanding, 
of the Queſtion'” being removed. . 
the -way ' to an' accord | is” very: 
eale, | 
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CHAP: VII,” 


the ADORATION of 
5 the Euchariſt. 


*f. x TT HE Comncil of Free 
can. 17 runs thus, 1f any 

awe” faxes, that Jeſus 
Chriſt, the only Sow of God ought not 
to be adored with the exctirior wor- 
ſhip of Latria in theBleſſed Sacrarerts 


of 
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of the Exchariſt,and for that reaſon, 
that it enght not to be publickly ex- 
pad to the people to be adered, and 
that they wt adere ut are 1dolaters, 
Anathema, This is therefore an 
Atticle of Faith according to-our 
Rule, fince. it is propos'd by the 
Univerſal Church, and it is ſufhici- 
ent,to be a Catholick in this point, | 
to receive it in-this ſence only, ac- 
cording to the farther explanation 
of the foreſaid Ceuncil,chap.5. And 
as we honour a man apparel'd,with- 
out requiring him to put off his 
Cloathes, even 1n the ſame manner 
as if he were not veſted: So we 
adore Jeſws Chriſt under theft 
Symbols or fignes, as if he were not 
veſted in them,and it is one and the 
fame honour, not tyvo ſorts of Ado 
ration which ſomtimes ve call the 
Adoration of Cariſt, and the Ado- 
ration of the: Blefied Sacrament, for 
the B. Sacrament the Council 


| underftands Jeſws Chriit thus 


veſted, 
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veſted, and under theſe fignes, and 
the Adoration of th: B, Sacrament, 
the Adoration of Jeſs Chriſt. in 
this Veſtuce. - This is moſt evident, 
for it adds, that the worſhip Lear 
( which is due ty God alone ) is 
oiven to this B,Sacrament,and every 
man knows this manner of worſhip 
is due to none but God, whatſsever 
ny belong to. the. relative. « 
Bratt - of which more hereafter, 
Oa the contrary,.it 1-not Tpount 
of Faith:, that. thz- reverence we 
give. to. the 'Symbols or figues is 
Latria ,, but rather {m2 inferiour 
worihip, as: when we kiſs. chegar- 
ment of a perſon of quality, yet it 
152 hard matter even for a Courter 
punually to define what thit Re- 
verence is,, though our Se.;2- itiſts 
will needs engage us 1n this tickle 
Queſtion, There 1s no Cxholick 
ſues Bellarmin uD01) 1; , c.29, 
this ſubjeX ) tencherh 
that thx exteriour ſignes o213ht of 
theanſelves 
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Sacrathtznt we adore not the acei- 
derits at all, but Chr:f contained in 
them, and that the Adoraton,gwhich 
tends to'Chrift,, determines only by 
accident in the ſpecres. 

Hence vill appear ho uryuſtly 
the Prench Miniſters ( in their A- 
pology for-the union made in their 
N:uonal Synod hel at Charemon 
theyexr 1631. with the Lutherans) 
objeX(C as the chief cauſe of their 
fepatation.) the Adoration of the 
Eucharitt believed: and pradtiſed in 


the Church of Rome. I intend here 


to confute Daille out of Daulle 
himſelf. 

There 1s alarge difference” ( ſayes 
he in his Letter to /donſenur Mox- 
glat , pag. 6. exylicating the gth 
chap, of their Apology J betwixt 
theſe two Adoranons, the firſt, T hut 
we 07ht ro adore the body of Chr:ft 
the Eiicharift : rhe ſecond, That 
we ought to adore the Euchar:# it 
ſelf. The Inrer js direfted to 

| Certain 
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crrtain bjett ſubjiſting in the place 
where it is , to wit, to the ſub fFance 
util d mith the accidents of bread and 
wine, inſornch as preſuppoſing tha 
ſubit arce to be a creature, the ade- 
ration we give it mu#t of mcefſicy be 
an unlawfull duty forbidden by God, 
though the former ſeems only vain 
and uinprefitable, and falls of ſelf 


to nothag,the abuſe conſiſting in this, 
Not that the addreſs 1s made to a1 
objeft, which .15. not adorable as is 


the ether , but in this only, that by 
errar and miflake it 1s ſought and 
thought ta be. where it.1s not + Hi- 
therto Daille, This latter adora 
ration ( as the-pretended - principal 
cauſe of their ſ2paration rather from 
us than the Zatherans ) is falſely 
imputed to. us, and will appear a 
meer calumny. But the importance 
of the matter being great, and be- 
cauſe itis atſigned as the foundation 
of their ſeparation particularly from 
the.. Rowan Catholicks, monly 
ITY WIT 
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aith me to addreſs my ſelf te the 
Do&tors of the faculty of Divinity 
m the Univerſity of Pars, requeft- 
inz an anſwer to the caſe thus 
Rated. 

The Doors are humbly de- 
fired to. deliver their Opinion, 
whether the fa& contained in the 
36th Page of Monſieur Daille his 
Letter to Mr, Afong/as be true 0 
falſe, | 

The Doftors ( whoſe names are 
under-\vritten ) of the faculty of 
Divinity in the Univerſity of Parrs 
anſiver, That the fatt is falſe, and 


I 


— 6 


bs 

\ Baiſly impes'd upon the Cathelique 
al BC Ck which ( adoring the holy 
mn | Enchariit ) does not believe any 
ly her ſub ance wail d under the ac- 


crdents of bread and wine ts be ador'd 
bt Jeſus © hriſt 5; anathematizin? 
all thoſe that adore any other (ub- 
ance whatſnever, And it is alſo falſly 
uppor'd by the Author , that there 
1s more. danger in the advration of the 
Cathelique 


— 
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Cathol;que, than of the Lu'heran, 
becauſe the Cathol:que addreſſeth his 
Adoration ro an ob ett that 1s ;& 
adorab/e, and by that means his wor- 
ſrip b-comes un!awfull ard j: arbidden 
by God. It being moFt nndoubied!y 
true, that the ob ett which the Cc 
tho/ique adores is Þ ſus « hrilt, 
adorable whereſoever þe is, And 
thus the Encharift ( in which the 
Catholique Church acknowledges n 
ether ſubſtance after the Conſecratin 
but that of Chriſt ) Is only adored, 
and nethiug elſe to be adored. Ani. 
though by tncon(iderattion or any 0t 
accident,inftead of the Encharift « 
wnconſecrated bread ſhould be exps! 
t2 the people, the Catholique neit 
believes any adoration dutynor ime 
any adoration to it,but onl y'to the (# 


Tarce of Jeſus Chriſt. 


Apr.18. 1643. Signed in the Orig! 
Faques Hennequin ; Emme!” 


Chapelas; M.Cantat , 
Fudas ;, A.de Macby. 
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In fme ( to cut ths Qreſtion 
ſhort ) the t ouncil of Treze obliges 
us no farther then to adore Jeſs 
Chri# tn the Euchariſt ; therefore 
'our adoration cannot be in it ſelf 
unjuſt, nor a juſt c1uſe to Dar/le of 
ſepazation, who in the ſaid Apology 
goes on, ſaying , That the ( hurch 
of Rom2 commands all thoje of her 
communion to render that ſoverargn 
worſhip, which ſhe calls Ltria, and 
which ſhe confeſſeth due to God alore, | 
to the bred of the Enchariſt ( But 
' the Enchariſt there is no ſubſtance 
of bread,bat of J:ſus Chcift himſelf, 
accrdingto St, John 6.51.)nce they 
hold this Sacrament for their great 
Ged : ( wnderFtanding alwayes 
Jeſus Chriſt #nder theſe Symbols 
or fignes ) for he is there hidden and 
® myſter y according to the Greek, 
"word, which is in Latine S>cratnen- 
tum. And as Chrift in himſelf is 
termed u Sacrament , ſo we ſay, the 
Sacrayert of the Incarnation, for 

Chri#t 
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Chri#t tncarnate, and in the ſam 
minner the Sacrament of the Encha- 


rift, ]-ſus Chriſt berg really 1: the 


Euchari,t ; And therefore m this. - 


ſence and no other, according to the. 
Council of Trext, we adore, with 
abſolute Latria, due to God alone i 
this moſt holy Sacrament. 

Here 1s no news among us a. 
two Adorations, nor any difference 
concerning the Adorations which 
Daille ſeems to fancy ; The fitlt, 
of adoring the body of @hriſt in the 
Euchariſt ; the other, of adoring thi 
Euchariſt it ſelf : They are not 
according to .our P.1nciples, two, 
but one and the ſame ſignified in 
divers terms , as the Incarnation, 
and Sacrament of the Incarnation 
are not different, but only in the v#- 
riety of expreſſion: wherefore Dail 
is much miſtaken in the whole bw 
ſineſs, as well as in citing thus the, 


Council of Trext, The"; 


pg Church of Ronze "i 
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t hat we give the Euchariſt an Ado- 


ation, not mediate, but imm-edrate; 
ot rclative, but abſolute, Theſe 


*Wiings he repeats very often, as alſo 


1s own miſtakes of our Dodtine, 
hich compoſe the principal and 
reateſt part of his Apology ; for, 
tefides that the Council of Trent 1s 
& from this impucation, there is 
jot any -Do@or teaches , that 
Latria ought to be given to the 
hecies of the Sacrament , but to 


eſs Chriſt himſelf, the other being 


Idolatry . beyond that of the 
oans, In fine, he fights with his 
ſhadow, and I willirgly admit 
f all his Arguments from the $th 
the 18th Chapter , againſt ſuch 


WMidorations, as are only grounded 


pon his own, m'ſtake : What qua- 
ty.and manner of worſhip belongs 
the ſpecres, relatiye, ſecondary, 
'c. our School- men have decided 
their opinions, © Wherefore 'iwe 


Snkder them only as Problematietl 


Queſtions 
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Queſtions and not belonging to 
Faith ; fince the Council is filcntin 
them,and conſequently they can give 
no juſt cauſe of Seperation. | 
Dailies confeſſeth in hi 
Treatiſe of /mzages, th 
. theie is a degreeof nc 
ſpe and honor due to the I:{t 
ments of Religion, as Chalises, ti 
ſacred Books,the wate of Raptiſn 
the bread and wine of the Cexe, & 
And therefore we {þall preſs himn 
farther, nor enquire any other we 
ſhip to the Species of the $a 
ment,but what he willingly grant 
and only put him in minde of w 
he ſajes in the ſame Apology : 
the ſub;eft, which they name the 
erament of the Eucharift, be int 
ſubF axce , the beay of Chriit ( 
they of tke Roman C harch hold ) 
7s evident, they may and onght 
adore it , it beirg moſt certain, t 
the body of Chriit is « ſub 
adorable, 
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I conclude therefore , that the 
forementioned Objeftion of Daulle 
being of no weight at all can afferd 
no juft cauſe of ſeparation, and 
conſequently , that the difficult 
concerning Adrration 1s at an end, 
and ought both to be believed and 
F practis'd , under pain of be 

eſfte-med neither good Chriſtians, 
tolerable Citizens, nor men of 
ſound reaſon. 
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CHAP. VIII. 
Of the HONOR awe to Saints, 


P 
— 


BELIEVE, THAT THE 

SAINTS, WHICH RAIGN 
IN HEAVEN WITH CHRIST, 
ARE TO BE V+tNERATED: 
Theſe are the words of our Profeſſt- 
on of Faith ; and the ſame is raught 
by che Council of Trent, and con- 
ſequently is ana Article of Fth, 
which 
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which ought not to be controverted, 
for if we honour Saints upon earth, 
which are the faithfull, why ſhould 
not we honour thoſe who are en- 
dowed with a ſan&ity more ſublime 
and certain than the others? 

But it is not of Faith thatthe 
hanour we give cur B. Lady, or the 
Angels, &c. is a religious honour, 
for the Church doth nor determine 
it, and our Doors are of different 
3 p.diſþ.gs. Opinions, which Vaſ- 

s argues at large, 
The firſt Opimion is, ( ſaith he) 
That it 1s one and the ſame vertue 
imeffea, Latris,duc to God alone, 
and Dozlia to the Saints, but the 
more probable opinion is, that 
Doulta-is a diſtin&t vertue from 
Latria, by which we honour the 
Saints;and that Religion and Latriu 
being the ſame thing, belong to the 
worſhip of God alone. Theſe ſay, 


the Veneration of Saints appertaus 


to another vertue, and that it is not 
properly 
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[ ry an act ob! Religion, but/ a: 
ow y-winch honor is given” ro- 
Pew and. to all. perſons: in" ates 
mineat-crvil dignty, | 
The: DoQors are'not well agrced: 
in: this: potmt;' S, Bewevenamre! with 
ſome:others diſtinguiſhes-the vertue 
of:Dowhaa frown that of Lama, and: 
does not ſabdivide-Doavra, but leave: 
it indifferent-as well to perſons- in 
authority as: to' Saints. _ 
his own opinion; ſayes,, We 
ons fe woke is _ and the: 
lame vertye;. whatſoever we call i it 


= For fince the cauſe of the 
—_ give" is Excellency 
created, there can 'be 
wa ty of ' cauſes” for- the 
practice of the'yertue: yet I eafily- 
lent, that there ips ſocial hb 
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of vertue, by which. we honour 
Saints, and Prieſts, by reaſon the 
Dignity, moving us.to worſhip or 
Reverence them, 1s of a ſuperiour 
nature to that of a civil reſpeR, 
Let us call this honour due to 
Saints, civil, or Religious, as they 
pleaſe, ſince to be a Catholique it 
1s ſufhcient that we, honour thoſe in 
heaven upon an equal title with the 
Saints on earth, and Prieſts, Who 
is it then that can condemn this 
honour ? It muſt needs be a miſtake, 
.or miſunderſtanding of our Dodtrine 
that gives our Sepaxatiſts this pre- 
tence of difference. The Council 
of Trex giving no particular name 
to this' honor, leavs us at liberty 
to call it what we pleaſe; and 1 
cannot conclude better: then with 
the ſaying of Dre/ixcourt, a Miniſter 
of France, as well in his later Trea- 
tiſe of the quality of the honour 
given by them to the Mother &f 
God, & in his anſwer to P. ow 
id r 
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the Jeſuit z Theſe are his words, 
— my intention wholly bent 
upon the peace and concord among 
Chriftians , T have endeavonr'd to 
reconcile, with a ſpirit of ſweetneſs 
and Charity, the difference that 3s 
b:twixt us and thoſe of the Roman 
Church , concerning the honor which, 
1s due to the Foly ard bleſſed 
Virgin Mary , and that it ' may 
app:ar , we are not perſons that 
oblige our | ſelves ſcrupulouſly to 
words, I have made wo difficulty 
to avew , that the” honor 'due' to 
her” my 1n ſome 'manyer be term- 
ed a religious honer. 

Thus: you ſee' in- this Point 
our Sepxratiſts are- inclined to 
teach as 'much or more. then - 
in 'rigor- 15+ required * at © their 


E 2 Of 
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1 CHA By IX. 


Qf--the INVOCATION. of 
6 7 I $.4-I N.T. $S. 


| Ur:Profeſſion of Fauth teaches 

| fi thus; I HOLD - CON- 
STANTLY.,, THAT THE 
SAINTS, W.HO .REIGN 
IN -H EAVEN., W.ITH 
JESUS CHRIST, ARE 
TO. B Ke LNV QCATE D: 
Wards eatractedows. of the Coynal 
Seſ.25. of Tremgwibiichcexplicates 

7 7" at lame \Mgre af. large 
inghelſe terms following : 1; 35 good 
Mpd Sroſaeti to call tgoy the Sami, 
.Axd te haye recomrſeto their Prayers, 
ard, and aſſiſtance, whereby to obyan 

- froms God many befor 19 the merit: 
as 1s Son Jeſus 4 iſt, who.1s or 
c. Rogers ;1 aa Sion, This i 
+4; :Agicle of Faith , LB 
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- Church propoſeth it*to- our' belief, 
Though it is'moſ? certainzthat the 
Cannoniz'd - Saints' (which we call 
upon ) ate" Saints, 'fince the Church - 
aififted by the Holy Gholt (after a 
diligent-and: exaRt enquiry. of their 
-lives and' miracles, \done as well - 
during their abode m this world, as 
after their death |) propoſeth tlieg 
tois-as fuich ; * yet ouri Ale of Faith 
which-we contbindyabeers;cet 
a6t diver for an Acticte of Paith,.. 
that the 'Cannoniz'drSaints ( birb+- 
gratis ) 'St, Francis, St, Bdſil., Sc, 
are Saints , -or even 'the 'Apoftles 
-themſelves ; ſor nothing is-0f Faith, 
but What ty has revealed __— 
'Pe and Apoſtles, propos” 
the Univerſal Charch':'B dhe, 
not reveal*d to themthat St. Frawis, 
for exaimple, liv/difaimly,” wrought 
miracles, is in heaven, 'no: notifo 
much @s that he ever 'was in the 
_ ; _ -bry nag tr nn 
Faith; t'« 
E 3 —_— 
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Queſtions of Fat, and of thoſe In- 
formations and Teſtimonies that are 
taken before the Cannonization, 
which is far from being a Revela- 
. tion made to the Prophets and A- 
: poliles, &c.:..and in. which - the 
\ Church may be miſ-led by falſe In- 
formations, as I binted before out 
of Bellarmin and other Doors. 
. And to this I adde, that theſe Can- 
nonizations are only performed by 
the Pope,and thoſe entruſted by him, 
and that the whole Church, neither 
in the Ceuncil of Trext, nor any 0- 
ther General Council, hath propos'd 
of taught that S. Francis liv'd holily, 
and is now in heaven, The thing of 
it ſelf is moſt certain,as ſupported by 
the moſt _ _ undoubted _ 
1maginable;and that perſon juſily to 
be cenſur'd who houldeall it in que- 
ſtion ; yet 1s it demonſtrable by our 
Principles ts be no Article of Faith. 

It is a matter very conſiderable, 


that - the Council of Trex: ( _ 
0 


. 
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'6f the miſt learned that ever-was in 
the Church; and-where m—_ a 
very great tumber of moſt Emiment 
Divines Ba _ pits > 
oth2rs ) ſhould propoſe poſitively 
unts'us; That rt F _ and profitable 
humbly to call upon the Saints," and 
to have recourſe to their interceſſion, 
and yetnot to propoſe unto us; that 
they | hear our Prayers, Jf the 
Council haqdeem'd it an Article of 
Faith, why did it not teach it, as 
well as define, Thas it was good and 
profitable to call upon them ? In the 
latter the Council is filent, content- 
ingit ſelf with the” fo-mer.Definiti- 
on. And therefore when: we g5 
about to-reclaim thoſe that are out 
of the way , we ought alſo to be 
filent in this point, But ſince from 
hence in expreſs terms \we'"canrot 
diſcover it to be of Paith ; 'we*may 
conclude ftrongly from th& flence 
of this teirned Camncil; thatir is 
not of obligation to be bdlieved. 
| E 4 It 


"04 Thetakeef Firth. 
{Fe:ſerms truly -to follory from? the 
Invocation which the Chutch-bath 
- ' believed, and practifed to- 

 -wards Saints raigning with Jeſw 
[Chriſt , and; that iſte him :face to 

- Face(-as I'ſhall:explicate more. at 
. Jargeſtereafter.. ) But. , 85: rhany ct 
.citr -Doots .are of opinion., that 

*rehat: follows fram. Soripture is not 
an Article of 'Faith , uſe not 

eſly revealed;; f, that which 
'followes -from the propoſal -of the 
Church, is a@t the expreſs propodal 
of the Church, and ently 
mo Article of 'Faith.; that 4s, to 
which ievery -one. is' bound: to-ſub- 

' ſeribeamiler pain- of Herefie, | 
Tow.i.cont.j. , Seleraen afficms 

tib-1. ch.z. is-cqnſequence to 

r be good + The Saints 
ve. juſtly calbd wpon, thertfore the) 
kw what we 'demand ; and they 
Xe not call'd upon in vain; atd 
though we ſhould grant they do not 
hear gur -Prayers, yet it'is ſupplyes 
| ! 


The Awle of F atth, . 9g \ 
by ſome other way, For, as we do 
not in yain preſent our requeſts to 
the King, though we know hedoes + 
not read them ; as for example, in 
the Minority of Kings , . yet Pe- 
titions are addreſt unto -ttim, and 
who dare blame the practice ? yer 
ſame others appointed for that 
ſervice do perform. it, and. the - 
Petitioners obtain their Requeſts, . 
as if the King hiniſelf had perus'd 
them. Certainly St, A»ſti-( in his 
Book De cura pro mortns, Cap. 26. 
{peaks thus doubtfully ; This Que- 
tion exceeds the reach of my ju g- 
ment, How the Mart yrs reheve thoſe 
who are certainly aſſefted by them : © 
whether they ave preſent bythemſelvs - 
a the ſame time m ſo many ſeveral 
places where the benefit of . they ſwc- - 
cry 15 recerved ? or being: retired. 
from the corver ſationof men 11 ſome 
pace proportionated. to thur merits, | 
aud there mnterceding for the relief of | | 
thoſe that call upon them, as we pray als 
"Uh - jor - 
F 
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for the dead who are not really 
preſent with thems, and know nvt hoy 
they are, nor what they doe ; God 
Onenipotens, and ever preſent hearing 
the Prayers of the Martyrs, grants 
to men by the Mimitry of Angels 
thoſe helps, which are ſutab'e to 
the merits of the Martyrs, where he 
will, when ke will,and as he pleaſeth, 
This is too high and hidden for me 
to define : But Bellarmin adds very 
well, Although we may doubt in what 
manner the Saints and Angels know 
things abſent , and our Prayers 
ye it 18 certain they know them, in 
that they are over us, and have care 
of our affairs; and ut belonos to 
ther perfe beatitude to know.the 
things that concern them, and pri Mm 
eipally ſuch as belong to their honor 
#nd (lory. | 
Do not the Devils appear, and 
aſſiſt Witches and Sorcerers when 
they are call'd upon , and will our 
Sepxratiſts deny the like to the 
Saints? 
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Saints ?, Let them allo, day ir to 
.the humanity, of. Jeſw«, C bri#F in 
heaven, and demand \with Ca/vjn, 
whether it hath ears long enough to 
reach ſo far , and eyes {0 harp- 
fighted as to view our neceſſities ? 
For, .in the ſme manner, as that 
holy Coul of Jeſws C hri hears our 
Prayers in heaven; ſo do the Saints, 
ſceivg the Divinity face toface, in 
abich all things are contain'd ; 
fince in that holy Inheritance. ( as 
St. Gregor y Calls it ) all ſee God by 
a common light: And who can be 
i2norant of any thing , who knoiv 
him that knows all 2 This is an 
eafie way to Conceive hoy the ſoul 
of Teſws Chrift, and the Saints both 
ſee and knowv, in God, our Prayers. 
As to- what St. Au#tin and' ſome | 

others have doubted, or rather (ac- | 
cording to Swares ) thought that 
the Saints and thoſe other ſouls ſuf- 
ficiently purged were not ſoſoon 
received into beatigude, but were | 


evern ! 
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even+tothe day of Judgment con- 
fir'd to ſome ; ws where'they did 
not 'enjoy the beatifical Viſion : 
It is no wonder at all that the ſame _ 

'St. Au#tin doubted whether the 
Saints deceaſed heard our prayers: 
But the Church, .in the Council of 
Florence, hath taught in her Defi- 
nition, 7het the. ſouls of the dead, 
4s ſoon 45 cleanſed from all in, art 
rtceaved me beaven, and: ſee clearly 
Ged;'as he i in hinſtlf. | 


This _ ſuppoſed, which im- 


pofts thatwhat is ſaidin St. Marth, 
22. v.30. 1s'from that time verified 
of them, They are as the Angels of 
God in heavey : and it ſeems tome, 
that this hearing of our Prayers 'is 
very dear in Scripture, and parti- 
cularly in St. Matth.18. 10, See you 
deſpiſe not one of theſe little onts, for 
1 ſay nuts you, their Angels in hea- 
ven alwayes ſee the face of my Father 
which 1s in heaven, And St. Luke 
3 $-7- There ſhall be joy in heaven 

| : 1pex. 
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upon one ſer that doth pennance, 
The - Saints therefore .hear Gur 
prayers , as the Angels ſee the con- 
tempt of one of thoſe Little ones, . 
or as thoſe in heaven ſee the Re- 
pentance of. a ſinner, What diff- 
culty is there at all, that a-Spirit 
ſhould hear and know: as fpirits 
hear and knorv ? For in the face of 
God alt is clearly ſeen and .known,as 
St, Gregory Witnelſeth, And as 
the ſout of Jefas Chriſt contems, 
plates all that relate-unto-it,, that 1s,, 
all - things in- general ; ſo do the 
Saints that which concerns themz.as. 
in particular the Prayers tnat are 

eſt untothem : For confirma- 
tion of this truth,mmy Teſtimonies 
of the Fathers may be alledged , . 
Which (hall be hereafter perfarmed, 
and the conſent of Authors, ſince 
the Definition of the Council of 
Florence,” And notwithſtanding all | 
this, I do not infer, that this con- 


ſequence is neceſſary, They are » 
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be invoked, therefore they heay aur 
Prayers, St, - #itin and others held 
the one, and yet doubted of the 
other ; but ſuppoſing they ſee God 
face to face , the difficulty -1s nor 
great, and the Conſequence from 
the Invocation of Saints to this, That 
they hear our Prayers , is eaſily 
maintainable, in this ſence wherein 
I deliver it: From theſe Premiſes 
enſues a fair way to an Agreement; 
For the modern Separatifts, or at 
leaſt moſt of them hold, That the 


Saints are happy in heaven, and ſee 
God face to face, before the Reſur- 
retion, andare willing to perſwade 
themſelves, that from hence they 
go diretly to heaven, and er- 


Fra JOY 2 perfect Fe- 

"and Evator, licity. Dw Moulin 
| ſayee, We tend to 
the Beatitude- of the Saints that are 
m glory, anditis falſe that we be- 
lieve the Angels and Saints igno- 
rant of our Neceſſities, Though 
- tr thei 
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their Father Calv:n Ny 
taught them no ſuch $4 5.7) 
Doctrine in his Inſti- 
twti0n5 Writing thus ; _=_ rrouble 
themſelves diſputing in what place 
ſouls are detained, or whet! er they 
already en,oy the glory promiſed for 
ever, It is a folly and temerity to 
enquire after theſe unkyown and biek 
MyFeries, which God bath not im- 
parted tows, And a little after, The 
ſouls of the Faithfull having ended 
their term of combate and work, are 
received t9 reit, where they expett 
the fruition of Glory promiſed, and ſo 
all things remain in ſuſpence until 
the coming of our Saviour J ESUS 
CHRIST. 

'Tis true, our Separatiſts change 
their Doctrine as they pleaſe, but 
the latrer Opinion, 7 hat the Saints 
and Faithfull ſee God face to face, 
is now Currant, and will ſomeivhat 
facilitate this point, That the Saints 
in heaven heax our Prayers. And 


though 


102 The Ruleof Faith, 
though they ſhould not. aſſent t, 
this, -they ought not to reject what 
the Council of Trem propoſeth, 
That it is good and profitable, humbly 
to call upon the Saints, and have re- 
courſe to their Interceſſior ; for St, 
Au#i1n,and thoſe other Fathers have 
calted upon them, though doubting 
whether they heard them or no? 
And I dare affirm, our Separatiſts 
"neither out of Scripture, nor by any 
other ſufficient proof can ſhow, that 
incaſe they do not hear us, that yet 
K 1s-not good and profitable to haye 
recourſe to- them ; for the contrary 
is apparent by what TI ſaid before, 
and by the example of the Kirgs 
minority , where we both render 
him the honor that ts due, and <- 
tam our -Requeſts. The ſame i; 
evitient 11 the invocation of Saints. 
And therefore I wonder what 
ſhould hinder our Separatiſts from 
fubſcribmg toit: And if we conten! 
our ſelves to teach the one without 
| * inſiſting 
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inſiſting upon the other, we ſhall 
do no more than what the Council 
of Trent: by her filente hath given 
us an example of, 

But :{nce we (have made "it ſo 
caſte, that. feeing God face ro face 
they cannot but know our neceſſi- 
tiesand hear our Prayers, and ſince 
we beg the Prayers of the Faitffult 
hereupon earth, wemay-wal-con- 
dude; it 15 'yery &xpetiient to ſave 
recourſe to theſe thatareih a'mbre 
fablime ant fife condition of San- 
Qity, to: whom the {ht of God 
reveals 'what 'is neceſſary Yeth 
for them to iknow , and 'us*-to 
receive. kd | 


* 204 .' The Rule of Faith, 


— 


CHAP. X, 


Of the HONOR givento 
IMAGES, 


ur Profeſſion of Faith Caith 


THE PICTURES OR 
IMAGES OF JESUS 
CHRIST, OF THE BLES 
: SED MOTHER OF GOD 
- ALWAYES A VIRGIN, 
: AND OF OTHER - SAINTS 
- OUGHT TO BE KEPT 
. AND RESERVED, AND 
' THAT HONOUR AND 
 VENERATION IS Dll 
' UNTO THEM; AND 
- ALSO, THAT THEIR 
" RELIQUES OUGHT 
' TO BE REVERENCED: 
- Words taken ought of the Council 
| « 


The Rule of Faith, . 105 
of Trent: which more geg. ,5. 
diſtintly exprefleth it 

ſelf thus, Not that we believe 
there is in them any Divimty or 
vertue for which they ought to be 
honour'd , or that we o»ght to ask, 
any thing of them, or place an 
confidence in the ſaid piftures ; but 
becauſe the hanor we grove them is re- 
fer'd to the Prototype , or thing re- 
preſemted ; inſomuch that by the 
Pitiures we kiſs, or before which we 
kreel , or put off our hats, we adore 
Chriſt, and reverence the Saints hows 
theſe Piftures repreſent, This is an 
Article of Faith,in the performance 
whereof we do no more thin what 
Miniſters ocdain in their Diſcipline : 
Let all be wncover d when _ 

the Pſalms are ſung, 4s s Bp 
well tn the begining 4s 

end of the Sermon, and during the 
celebration of the Sacraments : no 
more than they pra&tiſe towards 
the Elements of theic Cexe ( Which 
accofding 
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according to'them is onely a' figure 
or gn, which differs little from 1n 
Image.) And Liſtly,, 'no more; 
'than 'thzy give to'Baptiſm, and'to 
"the words of the Pfalms. Wa? 
Many Opinions: retatmg 'to 'this 
bxR, gr apr Faith, 46 mote 
"than the 'Problematical Queſtions 
of the Schoots, As for the Prote- 
. Types of Images , the Council'men. 
"tors none bur bf Chriſt, -of the 'B, 
_Virgin' Mary, and' of the Saints, 
* Atainirg to'ſpeikof thoſeexprel- 
Hors of the Ttmity, 'and of God 
according to 'his Divine Nature, 
-Somte LEE" Authors produced 
> Vaſques, to \it, 
| yp _ od Ran 
Ge Durandu,and Mar 
tink de Awila, ſay, it is not any 
wayes Lawfull to frame PiRures of 
the-Trinity, but only of God in hi 
humanity : The other opinion, 
though 1t be not ſo certain, as that}; 
we, may avow.1t a$.a DoRiine F 
= Fal 
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Faith; ſeems tome; ſaith he, more 
probable, -and it*cannot be.deny'd 
without - ſome. temerity againſt the 
common uſe of the Church, That 
 Fitis not unlayvfull in it ſelf to paint 
5 F the Trinity;which he proves amply, 
F and confirms by thefrequent uſe of 
the Church, as well at Reme.'as 
other places,.. where Pitures of the. 
Trinity. are: oftea,,expos'd to the 
Reyerence of the.people : But the 
Council .of Trem. has: determin'd 
nothing in the  afore-cited place ; . 
only commands, that if at'any time 
the. we of. net ww be. 
ted (. intending\ thoſe where... 
Godis to be repreſented.) that great. 
ce be takento: mp itſo.well 
to the-people; as.that-they,mayun- 
derſtand,that theDivinity of it felf is- 
inviſible to the eyes of the body,and 
that this.is only an exprefſion of ſome | 
pparttion or, other Aftion of God, 
\utable to eur hiamane conception. 
It is a- great Queſtion, —_— 
| G 
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168 The Rule of Faith, 
God did forbid the Jews all uſe of 
Imgesor ho? Many farmou An 
a thors,” Caith Vaſques, 
t(p.104- : "* 
chap. 2- ( which opinion ſeems 
very probable to me ) 
affirm , that all uſe wha: ſoever of 
Images or Statues were forbidden the 
Jews,” by the poſitive Precept of 
God, pelfdes the Adoration of the 


Gemrles, which was forbidden for- 
merly by the Law of Nature : As 
for the Cheribins of the Ark. , th:y 


were only placed by way of ornament, 
net exposr'd as the objett of Worſhip : 
and truly there was no | Reverence at 
all given them by tht Tews , us far 
4s we can under fand, it being only 
efteems'd a ceremomal Precept, And 
the Council of Tremt ſayes nothing 
againſt this. - 

As for the honor giver! to Pr- 
Fares we muſt obſerve, that neither 
our profeſſion of Faith,nor thz Coun. 
cil of Trent make any mention at 
all of adoring the piAures of _ 

: muc 


The Role of Faith," 109 * 
much leſs-thoſe of the Saints : And 
whether this honor may be termed - 
Adoration” or- no, 'is a Queſtion in 
the Schools, and + Queſtion rather 
_ the name than the thing, 'The' 

Copa gangs now adaies,for an- 


ad a 


( Aderatiog ) abſolute Latria, 'and 
toadore'a Picture in this ſenſe is no 
leſs then Blaſphemy ; inſormuch. as 
when we ſay, we "adore the Croſs, 
muſt be in the ſence the Council 
defines and allowes A that by i ode and 
the 1 e 
Cbrift Nh rage and os 
which we kneel, we adore Jeſww 
(brit himſelf, | 
It. 1a problematical Opinion, 
Whether-the honor'we- give to the 
Piures: of : Saints be' a Religious 
ionor ? The - Angelical Door 
holds the negative , and will have 
: Religious honor due to none but 
God ; not to the Saints then 
ſelves, 


118; : Tha Rete df Fratth) 
ſelves, nach - leſs ite their-' Pi- 


-Abad:this: honor! 
yy which is 


they require-the ſamecworſhip. 


the Prototype: 
' The 
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. The third and ' maſt reorived 


tothe thi 
the < 
Opinion, - and 
that we ought only 
Prototype in ,the 


and. before 
» we Adore Jeſus 


preſemed 
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1d ele th 

'realty ad \eeedilily. 'Fby this” Se- 
ea 8s Dear he Wane ver 
> tee no inarfifthted ws 

apferetiy, 15 in ie(elF, or 
Can bet rene W* 5i5r; ;KGvertnce, 
bend ry "Br el DfEbute : of it 
felfirris dries; &eVe fine 

it i r1t"7 able” \"Tach'an Excel- 
lencyto Which 2thiin may rationally 
'ſabmit,” for "the" a& 'of ſubmiſſion 
"Ein odly INYEMA, be Gire8ted to'an 
\db%&& which We Enteive our Suje- 
Fir, ' or endowed with ſothe more 

Excellency : "Ho" nian' iibraitting to 
a togeer than hihletr, tuch leſs to 
*an irrational'6r Mitimated creture: 
"Abd whoſoever Yholuld fide a' — 
:miffiorpor this (cdref fervite 

-hould'prevaticRs frda reaſoryan 
* Contimiit "' a "Little —_ tin 


Kern ie i iv a 
hee i n=" 7 


Alt nt me god 
"Ii "interiour" Bs 3s" = | 


'eiedathe Paoto YpoKerd, k- y 
0 


Suman gry 
F COMPIEDEnG?! 
th exterit en Kneaingzane te 
nicer Aon direc to him 

at is end6wed with ennnenicy, and 
from ' thence aims. a Superiority, 
which can 'only tothe Pro. 
otypegand riotat/all'to/ the Pickuee, 
which is capable'&f -no/exetHeney 
erg 16/us :- the Thierttion of 
bibitifg? this inirk* of! ſubthrtlion 
sdire&ed; holly to-the* thing- re- 
preſentsd*But thiPoatward marker 
tothe Frmage ; arid by reafon that 
eehiis or killing \is' part- of. the 
drifup ', It 'is- commonly *c4led 
(Taith Faſques Y ati honor on-wor- 

d. 6f 'thit which tonch cqrp6- 
rlly br to whith this fin 15 mide. 

Lling being applycd "te 
he Picttire, "the 'PiRaure indeed 5s 
rnoor'd, but" only fo as-that the 
Whor"nly pav*to the Prototype. 
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. "The Adoration of the Ark, 
(Eire the Pſalmg8. 5, Adore 
| bs foot/too! 9 profk rate your ſelves 
Þ &rfore bis foutFteps ) is 4 ſpecies of 
| heror eſs they Latria, which is due 
12 God ww; : Ber Ant Treatiſe 
of Images im(elf more 

t la ndly thus, We finde that ſome 
i St, Aultins time ded , 


yaint both aur Lord and OY 


Nl the ApoBiles the walls of their 
aug which ſane Proteſtants omit 


wt to do a; this day : And ſome 
if Proteſtants make no difficulty to 


in placed a Crucifix, and. 
Yihe Pifture of the B. Virgin Maty p 
$i Gregory reftor'd the Synagogue 
the Jews, taking away with much 


: Mrtverence the Piftares, as moveables 


F 3 of 


bl Thedtule of Faith, 
of. »pe Charch., And) NEUINE. > If 
$, Gregory - ſhould: have: ſaid in 
expreſs terms, That we ought.to uſe 
> tomards. Images, it wauld, 
Dy Ly nfierabiex” ' fort. of 
he warn ?, ether & Ret: 
PS they protexd. a 
i= oc This, jademgontienod Cale) 
7 os An inferepn-. of” Honor, 
which « due wily ts bers 
x I Ay are wing 


Fed 

on od Srrockaerr Warſhip,,whiah 
iven to. Pitures,. and (o indeed 
morgem thatpoint than be” s 
pa | 
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- Hike 
We: im OY LEE, 


Gotll - 

That the in mike Griafaon Q 
God, not only by tlicir/pooal worles 
but alſo by thoſe of any ather-vertue, 
3nd that every meritorious York 1s 
aſd ſatisfaGory. His mm ge 


118 The Rale of Faith, 
That if in the works of Merit we 
acknowleds a condignity of Eternal 
Life,and of an Encreaſe.of SanQity, 
why ron alſo of = forma of 
Tem pain? is ordain- 
ed to obtain the other, And a little 
after, Satisfattion is, performed by 
way of Merit, and _ on! yrequares 
a Sad work worth "9 naſe 
or Newmpenct 3 bas bos 
15 not only worthy of ag fs, 
but meerits alſo. to fs delwer 4. from 
all impediment of. taining it + hs 
therto Vaſques 

we ny ' heretofore gain'd p 
Subſcriptien from our. Adverſaries 
inthe point of Merit; and there- 
fore ( the Queſtion. rightly, 
ſtated ) we require. the [ſame in 
on 
on they rationally:deny that 

ks thoald he mnaythe N—_ 


| wy ta due 10 fin,. fince 

formerly they granted that Eternal. 

Lifewes merited and —_ 
G 


The Pule of Fauth, 11s 
Good Works ? "But ſince their 
diflike- groivs From "2 miſunder= 
fenhaing of" thale cul? SatisfaQtions, 
[inter f ſpeak” more diſtinftly of 


thenj; and to 'handle them partt- 
cularly in' this place, before 1'fafl 
upon! Pwrgator y, and'. Indulgences, 
by reafon' oF the natural connexion 
ot "thefe IE_ thz one with 


the"othet; If any one 
bold{Fayes the Council” © 72 1® 
of \Frext ) that we do | 
#1 Surhs fie God,throwgh the merits of 
Chriſt for:onr finnes,un what concer ns 
the temporal pain due into them, by 
ſuch puniſhments as be \ſentls te,” or 
are enjoyned by the Prieſts ; no nr 
by thoſe which we volumarily ptr- 
tis ff our felver,. as by Faſting, 
Prayer, Almes, and other works of p1- 
ay, Anarheme, And blo 4.) 
If any one ſay, that the Satisf ations 
(which Pemrents redeemed by Chriſt, 
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.Theſe are Articles of Faith, 
laket us nov, ſeparate the Do- 
of the. s, and all 
Popemutica Quetta, as for- 
wal we did in the point of Meri. 
t is not of Faith, Gs out Satisfa- 
tens are of condignity, or of con- 
gruley ; or of cengruity by Juftice, 
or by rigor of Juſtice,o- by __ 
bac. it is of Faith, 7 hat thr 
merits of C brift we fatisfie os ſuch 
Parr, and that by Jeſus Chriſt we 


ſevixfic &r wir finnes by the bely 0) his 
pins ap arv] 0 

frocee meerly from us mercy ro- 

rok 1". This: is a oi that = 
acu prapo 1. Bo to 

nr Cee. And 


that our $1 br i: rd 


payns ar fit, 
oh Gen an out NEE Ida 
ſpeaking of out 

Sg Logs ions no gore than 
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(22 "The Rule of Paith, 

( of fm, - abid Eternal Pains are remit- 

- tid" gratis : For, if we conld ſatis 
"It any way for mortal fin, ons Tu- 
»" fification wowld not be Gratis, but 
in ſome man relying = works, 
' which would abſolutely deftroy the 
\ -matiere of Grace, | «And fince Chtili 
- Harh fully and perfettly ſatisfy d 
for our inns, it follows, that ow 

SatisfaRtion world be ſuper fluom, 
Vaſqnes goes yet farther, and 
howes it ts the Opinion of Scotw 
' and- other Divines, That the juſt 
man 'camnet perfectly ſatisfie for his 
Venial ſin ; and proves it thus : Wt 
beg this every day in the Lords 
Prayer, That God would forgive us 
or renal, and quetidian debts, and 
the blotting owt ver] finit call d 
by » remiſſion, ſignifying the grace 
and favorr of bum that remits without 


paiment. 

.  Asfor SatisfaRion of the tempo- 

ral pain due to fin, which yet re- 

ntins to be explicated/4- The 
Council 


.Council of -Trext ( can,1 34. tg. ) 
will not atall allow our works ſa- 
tisfatory, but only by Teſw Chriſf, 
. and his Merits ; and that we fatisfie 
in ChriFt , doing fruits worthy,'of 
Repentance, which receive a force 
from him, are offer'd to his Father 
by him, and by his nyeans are ac- 
cepted of his Farher, According 
to Which, as our ations of Faith, 
Hope , Alms , Penance, and the 
_ Sacraments of Baptiſm, Euchariſt, 
&c, as. alſo the- Sacrifice of- the 


Maſs, ape not'to us at all propitia- 
tory., but by application - of. that 
Propitiation | <a by Jeſus 


Chr;#t- upon the Croſs, 

Alphonſin de Caſtro, 
4n his Book of Penance 
'( being willing to an- 
ſiver that vulgar Objeftion of our 
Separatiſts ; That Chriſt having 
. ſatisfied for us, as well for the guilt 
of n,as the Puniſhment both eter- 


"ral and temporal,Itis.a wrong dane NY. 
113 $245 to Big 
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to his Meri, and to his Satisfaction, 
. if we-think ic needfull to lays he by 
putayvaks; as cltceming tis:Deaw 
»and - Mcrit wiuthcignt -) replics, 
: That the paſſion of Chritt hath. fo 
[eiifitd for aur pg that God will 
nf be ſatrefied by it alone, jn caſe it 
he was by. ty periiexarly applycd, 
which 15:done- by the Sacrament 6,and 
by aar good works ; «rd yet withall 
be bath appermed , tha the paſſion 
4nd werit of Chrilt being 4s us were 
linked 19:7 good works » our Sa- 
tifalttiengay be aceegied throngh 
his Q4c4:-apd fanomr.' -Ledeſmus 
ſeems melinable to theſame manner 


of ſpeaking : The Latherans ( ſaith: 


he ) who ſcexp ſa macht t676/16 vpou 
the Paſſion of > aw "gt a/[o 
to believe thai Fauh 4s were 3 for 
theſe rh4t are of age af diſrrrriongand 
Baptifm for lu tle chy!drey. -T here- 


6 they ar, net-wheoily and pifect v- 
ally relaned by the Mirys of Chr.rf 
far they fk, Frith 4-20 .0f.00e 


. 
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"The Rald of Faith, * 12; 
-works ; and ai by Faith alant ac- 
cording to ther D ICT AMEN, 


: 'ChritFs paſſion 15 applyed to them, 
ſo by Faith and Good Works w. aims 


at the ſane End. 

In the like raanner bath Ledef- 
news and Durandes, by the Relation 
of Vaſques, agree in ſaying, That 
only by the bounty 4nd necer yeoduefs 
of God, in accepting our ſatisfattion, 
4 man may ſarisfie by way of cow- 
digntt y for the temporal pains ulwe to 
fin, And Joarnes Medina hotds, 
That our - Sutisfation - cannot be 
condign for the temporal-pain, if 
pain of Purgatory be of a different 
nature from. the pains of this Life, 
and proves itthus ; He thar-peyee 
a Debt win 4 ' dfferem and [aver 
mature then what 1s dat, meds' the 
weroy of his Cvedaor —_ acces | 

inf/his ent. eAnd fo inour | 
a” ce the mercy of Godss þ 


dhe jeloameef 
ro rr er 


Let #3 q 


186, . The Bule of Faith, 


& ,, Let us, ade to-, 
22." » Wards, rengling our 
ar aligk ine 


e point.of AMerir, 
as, Satisfattwn,, the . Qpinion, _of 
ſame Catholique Divines cited by 
DV aſques.z The : ficlt is, That. the 
woiks, of -Juſk men , conlidered as 


proceed. from the belp of the 


Grace of-God, and. admitting alſo 
the-ſanctity of the party , have no 


comlignity or force of Merit, as to. 


Ezergal Life ; . But that the Merit 
ang dignity whally . proceeds from 
the Providence and Covenant of 
God. .To this Opinion adhere 
Seatus , Gregorias,, Gabrie!, Ocam, 
and Alphonſus de Caftro, &c. and 
tis proved out. of. the Council of 
Txent,.( Seſſ. 14. Cap.$, 9..): That 
our: Works - of . themſelves bear no 

tion with that. t reward 
of -Eternal Life, if God id not, of 
his Mercy both promiſe, and aceept 


"them 


- angry 


” 
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The Raleof Faith, 139 
them ſeem to conclude, That every 
pood Work, done by man remain+ 
ing in a pure naturallity , without 
the help of 'Gtace wouldbe meri-* 
torious of Eternal Life, by the'very 
acceptance of God ; For, 'if God 
would beſtow Eternal Beatityde up- 
or man for ſuch a work, that work 
rb A of Eternal 
Life | | or 
Promiſe of God. "nd oh 
contrary , the Promuſe of God ſet 
aſide the work, is of no validity at 
all. Some other. Authors would 
alſo deduce from this Principle, that 
the works of man wrought by neceſ- 
fity may be accepted of God, as 
rewardable with Eternal Life, and 
by that means made meritorious, 
As for Satisfaftion, Vaſques 
( having cited the words of the 
Council of Trem) infers , That the 
Councildetermines,that all thedigni- 
ty of our SatisfaRtion proceeds from 
our works beirg offered: by Chrei®, 
and 


"$26 Aha Rilebſ Frith, 
hd through. him. accepted: by his 
- Bacher; as if the Coynicil- ould 
| Fay our. Warks are not ſatisfactory, 
#Kthay-Were not offer by Chr: F, 
by.the : Bather, ; And 
Cane —_ ſeems to be of 


weuldidt ay, Ins" a great ao o 
mexeabthe Divine Love;, that the 
Yo. mon open "Ge, a are 


| regs & the 4" -- ht 6 

Wots'ob the © $0 
the 'help'of Grave: ) pee fr pin 
te: dignity” iff thei 6f *Ecethal 
Life, but a fat greatet 1n- that they 
rely wbon the g90.m-fs and Merits 
bf of Chris \ ard are in ſome mannef 
Ks "þ5jer Merits ;”'#nd that the 
reaſo1 


his 
uld 
Ys 
t, 
nd 
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od 
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ks 
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reaſap of, t1n,the war 
Juſt. is Fawdg charly, from-thig, 
that.th Aon of aig i 1s. not 
oy 
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an influence :up 
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= _ mMiy ſay,wath 
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laſting ta ons Works.;. os that - 
lating 2ccept them for ſatifaRtion 
abthe; puniſhment dye to our finpes, 


without hich they are neither mae» 


itorigus not SatisfaQory. - 
The Jamo #/gwe produeh 


i ry The Rule of Faith.” 
qther Divines that teach, the Merits 
of Chriſt are imputed to us upon 
ſzyszal reſpeAts ; not only , that, in 
crates of Foun the aſſiſtance 
of Carace may vert us to per- 
form Good Watke by. which we 
may merit evertaſting beatitude ; 
but alſo there is another Im- 
= the Gn Merits, of 
rift,and aſpecial fayor from God 
J bo Tag io works already 
rmed by the help of his Grace, 


at they may be rendred merito- 
fioas. And they ſay, that our works 
aeady ated inthe Rate of Juſtice, 
ind by the help of Grace, are not 
Mmthemſelves, and in their om cir- 
cumſtances of condignity to ſo great 
a yewvard, 2s is that of everlaſting 

po 


joy ;.and conſequently they affirm, 
1s particular Tmputation and 
Communication of the Merits bf 
Chri#t is done to the end God by 
his favour may render our works 
worthy of this great reward, and 
= ; his 


The Rule of Faith, wot 


his aa Ive them, x 
A conioniey, 4 ! F 


7 Motor God, wits freely 
deny 6ur Works eronider wie 
nal Life, hath freely promiſe it: And 
#11 that God has granted for'our Sal- 
vation,he has granted in confidet4ti- 
or of the Merits of Chrift, being itt> 
dnc'd by thoſe therits to give us fri'e- 
ly thatwhich he might m rigor have 
deny'd. We muſt now(ſaies /afques) 
apply the ſame Diſcourſe of the Im- 
putation of 'the Merits of Chri#t for 
ſatixfaQion of temporal Puniſhmeyt, 
that our works, performed in grace, 
may become meritottous : and alſo 
remember hat 1hinted in the be- 
ginning 'of - this Chaptef, Thatour 
Satuif aftions' are not Satispaſſions, 
but SatisfaRions by way of Metit, F| 
though in truth more #| 
force topay the debt cf | Punih- 
ment,than'our Merits haye to qbtain 
— Beatituce, 
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CHAP, XII 


Of SATISFACTI O'N'S' \twil 
MERFTS' for aivther thn, 


'Have \ ſaid ſarmething 'on' this 
'SubjeRt ' before; - intending to 
exargeny lin this Chapter, * All 
acknowledge. (Tales ! A Jom.a, 

"Fa wes”) "that no dſp: 65. 


man can merit 
| mae heither-Grace'rior hiv 
-Acation,nor the tebft degree 
- tovatde it,” Bat only for r= 
orgy dota nk neither the B. 


FECT 24 have ine- 
me ieft leaſt help bf Grate - 
Ee jan 
3 _ y fatisfte for knee, 
"#0 yoh tne wider the Hotron-of* a 
!lierentre: "Forthis reafon it was 
neceſſary, -Thit a-petfe-Satifa- 
 Kion hd be mace for our ow, 


The:Rate if Fairh, ru 
and thasC b+:;ſt (Rout become nan, 
who alone was Capable eo fatis fre for 
the fmnes'6f man; The Merit of 
Grace or 'Glary is'in itſelf ſo: per- 
ſonal, that no man\can beſtowv his 
Merit uporranother\,- to'the end it 
may avail for the paiturig 6f ' Glory, 
or ' become the -ptice of that* great 
reward ; (but it mult be His proper 
and perſonal work, for by it alone 
man is made yyorthy df-Evertaſting 
Life. Thus you ſee, no creature;not 
the B.' Virgin her (elf, can either 
merit the! Remiſſion of 'our:finnes, 
or Gloty, or Grace. "This 'Prero- 
gative *1s proper -to- Jeſus Chrif, 
an all -creatures : Our 
Separatiſts do'not queſtions u 
th point, * but- nhywhether Sn 
fa&tion' may be” mitle for'thetem- 
pofali pai die' to\Monhermafs fin, 
theguilt Beidg ke away, Nor their 
'better CatiFactivon,* kid es Facilitate 
their Return' to the Chutch' in this 
—__— OW 
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7:24 Tbe Rile of Faith, 
;-\bt 28. not an Article” of Faith, 
/Fhat a man, though juſt,can ſatisfic 
for the pain due to the fm of an- 
other man already forgiven. I how 
it. by our Rule of Faith, for the 
"Counct of: Trex does not at all 
propoſe unto us, that we can ſatishe 
for--another , or for the temporal 
———o—_— t due to another mans 
in. 

Suares/ , treating this Subject, 
produces ſeveral Opinions , - The 
Furſt, of ſome Modern :Divines, 
that no Faithfull man can ſatisfic 
for another either living or: dead, 

"ar gay cn Prnideamne to to aty 
other mans- fin, but , only - uaplore 
of God-a Remitlion Gratis of pain 
for finnes committed, | or the Grace 
to do works worthy of Penance : 
The of this- Opinion is, 

the Debt of: Puniſhment cit! 

1s a perſonal Debt; finoe man byſ]tor) 

reaſon. of . his fin -is mn himſdfÞ}dy | 

worthy of Puniſhment, not inf(in 
another 
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The Rele of Paith, 135 
another, and therefure he contracts 
a Debt which muſt be paid, either 

the - Action” or. Pathon ' of the 
the Debter himſelf,” and not -of an- 
-other. The enſuing Diſcourſe of 
Swuares wpot this SubjeRt is very 
uſefull, 

The Furdamental Reaſonof this 
ought to be detived- from -the Di- 
vine Inſtitution), - in! what regards 
Revards'or Puniſhment.” Aman 
can determine nothing -in refpe&t 
of the nature of . the thing it elf, 
but in relation to the ſoverzign will 
of the Legiſlator, who might haye 
preſcribed'only Purgatory for the 
Puniſhment of fn [remitted , and 
then it had b&en impoſſible to make 
any ſatisfaRtion at all in this life : 
he might' fo have extended this: 
disjun&ive {> far, 'that man ſhould 
either ſuffer ſuch a pain in Parga- 
tory, or ſatishe in this life, eithe 
by bimſelf or his friends, and then 
(in what coneerns the Divine Lav) 
it 
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136 The Rule of Faith, 

it had been ſufficiently ſatisfied by 
this means, This Doftrine expli- 
cates very plainly, as well the. point 
of Setzsfattion,, as that of - Merits : 
and Vaſ ques afkrms., that the- Sa- 
tisfa&tion of one for another relates 
to the conſent of God, accepting a 
Satisfaction whereby-.to.take away 
the Debt as well of, Guilt as of Py- 
niſhmenr,. Bux; S#4ares. adds! thus 
in the place alledged, we have no 
Teſtimony from the Scrgprare, or 
from Tradition, by wich we are 
ſufhcicmly convinced, that there is 
any. fuch.:Diving Jaſkinien ,;; but 
rather.vyhatis formerly ſaid, may be 
expounded 1h rigor of Satisfaction 
by. way of Impetratien. 

. Suares ( in;the-laſt place cited ) 
adds that.amorg thoſe;whe! teach, 
We, may {atisfie for another: :,;The 
Fult Opinion 1s, That this Satisfa- 
Qtion depends upecn the free acce- 
Ptance of yet 9s it 1$not 
infallible, thor:ighysbs offer dy 

. Jurt 
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Juſt man, and for a Jult man; ſo 
lay Medina and Cordabe ; and their 
oround is, becauſe the Judg is never 
obliged to accept the Satisfa- 
&on due from.: a @lminal by 
another hand, though it were per- 
haps equal, but uſually to puniſh 
the Delinquent himſelf, it being 
neither derived from Scripture, nor 
Tradition , that there is any ſuch 
known Law or Promiſe, that God 
will accept ſatisfaction from. any 
other hand, becauſe it is gene- 
tally efteem'd that it properly 
tlongs to Jeſu Chriſt, as well to 
merit as to ſatishe condignly for 
athers. And a little after he de- 
vers his own Opinion thus : *## 

ne certain Revelation of this 
Promiſe or Droine Covenant, nor yet 
onvincing or ver y preſſing Reaſons 
erived from revealed Principles -; 
orwithſtanding it 1s not unlikely to 
true, and it 1s more credible than 
berwiſe, that God hath favourably 
G2 eftabliſht 


138: The Rule of Faith, - 
eftabiiſht. this Law, to: the: end 
we may ſatiifie for oxr ſelves and 
friends, $24.3 

The Author | Se, 6,] 
ſ Vetling oMrt ful offer'd to 
Ccd _ the dead, ſhowes ( accord- 
ivg tothe Opinion of approved Di- 
vines) That Seriof alin for the 
ſouls m Purgater y ts only of Mercy, 
which 1s held: by Cajetar, Caray, 
S»to, &c, , The proper and only: 
Reaſcn 1s, becauſe there is no Pto- 


miſe or Divine Covenantthat God 


Saints implore God , 
veuchſafe to cecept the Suffrages 
for the deceaſed : It is therefore a 
evident Argument, that it is-a work 
of-mercy,notof juſtice, and we may 
alſo gather 11frem- there, that the 
ſoules in Purgatory ' are. out of 2 
Ecclefiafiical Juriſdition, and-onl) 
heble to the —_ and will offi 
Cod 


The'Rale of Faith, 139 
God : Since then it is not certain 
that there is any ſuch Covenant in 
behalf of the Living, it is very 
mmlikely there ſhould bz any for the 
Dad ; it bzing no wayes apparent 
by any ſufficient Teſtimony or 
Reaſon, And hence it is we ſay 
uſually, that the Souls in Purgatory 
rceive help by way of Suffcags, 
on our Saisfa&tions, and the In- 


bf 


i be inf4llible, it ws needs follow 
from ſome Law or. Divine Promiſe, 
I bility CAN proceed from 10 


What I have ſaid of Satisſatior 

mayſJfor another, ought to be underſtood 

of Merit for another, to wit, That 
sno Article of Faith, thatwe can 


1409 The Rule of Faith, 

but even by Congrmity, I prove it 
thus, This very term2 Aer: by 
Congrmity is not found in the 
Council, much leſs, Aferit by 
congruit y for another man, therefore 
not of Paich, Beſides, we do not 
finde in Scripture any mention of 
a Divine Promiſe or Inſlitution, 
that one Juſt man may merit for 
another ; and yet,all depends upon 
this Promiſe, as well in regard of 
Meru as Saiisfattion ; and Saris 
fattionis ( as I ſaid before ) by way 
of Merit, but ſince it is not 
Faith, that we can ſatisfie for. an- 
other, it is no wonder at all that we. 
cannot writ for another,both being 
by way of Impetration and Prayer, 
which have no Infallible Effect fe 
want of a Promiſe , by which Gol 
ts ſolely obliged. 
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Concerning the TREASURE of 
SATISPF ACTION from the © 
Merits of Samnts, * 


T is not an Article of Faith, 
That there is any ſuch Treaſure 
in- the Church', © nor deduced by 
conſequence ( as T ſhall ſhoy here- 
after ) that Indwu/gences are Stated 
upon that ſcore, I prove it by our 
General Rule of Faith ; for, neither 
- the Council of Fremt | 'Sofſ: 25. ] 
which is of Indulgences,"not of 
other General Council propoſet 
any ſuch DoAtrine- : | *Tis true, 
ſome ſuch thing is mentioned in 
the Extravagant W- 3. fons 
nigenitng of Clement 5 Ren, 
the 6th, and it is 
only contained in the Dsſpoſirrve. 
The Pope produces nothing there | 
G 4 "4 » but ws "1 


142 The Rule of Faith, 
but his own Opinion, writes only 
to a particular man, and propoſeth 
nothing to the whole Church, nei- 
ther- is the Definition of a Pope 
ſuffigent to ſettl> an Article of 
Faith, Look back upon our Gener a/ 
Rule of Faith, and withall conſider 
my former Argument, That one 
man cannot ſatisfie for” the 
ſinnes of another,,either living or 
"dead; and this pretended Treaſure 
will foen vaniſh away. 


ng, 


Jag al Y 
of the: Church. 
Merits. and Satisfa&tions of the 
Saints,and produceth Two Reaſons; 
The Firſt is, the ſame of Mayrex, 
to wit, that the Merits - Saints on 
condignly recompenſed. in. their 
own ons : The Second., That 
efie Saints have no Super fluous Me- 
pit ; for all avail's, of is efficacious 
;2 way of reward, and nothing 
remains 
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The Rule of Faith, 143. 
remains to b2 rut to this Treaſure. 
And a little lower he ſayes, ſome 
hold, That all works, as they relate 
to Satisfa&tion, are ſo individually 
his that as, or ſuffers, that none 
but Teſws ChriFF can beſtow them 
upon another, or pay anothers debt, 
According to which Do@rme we 
may affirm confidently, That the 
Treaſure of tha Church 1s not 
com30s'd of the Merits of Saints ; 
and that nothing of that is ap- 
plyed by way of indulgence, for 
the Payment of Temporal , Pu- 
niſhments.-. 

It.is true, Swares ſeems to aps 
prove, as a commo? Opinion of * 
Divines, That there 1s a Tre ſure cf 
Merits and Satisfations diſpenc'd 
by the Church,which he endeavours 
to prove ; but withall, in the name 
of thoſe that deny this Treaſure, he 
has theſe words, 1 advertiſe you, 
that they deny not but that the work s 
of the Tuft remain m ſome manner 
5 wr 
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nth: Treaſure of th: Church, - as 
fo pokas: us by Interceſſivn, axd 
merit, by way of Congruiey, ſeveral 
Benefits, 1 bzlieve our Separatit; 
themſelves will exfly admit a Tre1- 
ſure upon this ſcure, preſuppoſin; 
( what I formecly noted) chit miny 
orave Divinzs will not-gtv2 way to 
this word Merit of Congruity, no: 
Satsfatbion of Conzrmty for our 
ſelves, much leſs for others. 

In fine, this Treaſure (according 
to the Divines alledged: by Smares, 
treating of the M:rits and Satisf+ 
Rion of, Saints) will am»ant: to 
no-ma3re, than thit the goaJ Life, 
and gooJ1 Works of. the Saints have 
a prevalent vertue and force for the 
obtaining of many benefits , an 
that the - Divine Goodneſs atfo: ds 
ſeveral Favors and. Graces to the 


Living, uporr that coaſi feration,- 


And farther I preſum2, our Sep1- 
ratifts will not deny this D>Arine, 
neg, th2 : communication of this 


Treilure, ; 
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Treaſure,(o often and ſo clearly ſer 
down in the Scripture ; God ſaid 
to Jacob Gen. 26. 24, 1 will 
bleſs thee for «Abrahams ſake 
my ſervant. - Plal. 39. 35, For 
the . love of David thy ſervant 
avert not thy face from thy Apoint- 
ed 2 meaning Solowen, Do flor 
rejeft the Prayers which tht Ring 
offers for his jeaple 1n gentral,” ic- 
cording to th Gloſs of Geneva, 7 
will defend this City for Davids 
ſake my ſervant, They ſeen alſo 
to - admit the Interceflion of thz 
Saints _— bu and to. acknd'y4 

7,that G owes tiny fa= 
_— their ſake, which is in feet 
to admit this Treaſure in our ſence. 
And why are we not then azreed 


in this Point? | 
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CHAP. XIV; 
Of PURGATORY. 


Ur Profeſſion of Faith hath 
: . theſe Words.; I' HOLD 
CONSTANTLY -THAT 
THERE 1S- A PURGATORY, 
Theſe are extrafted ont of the 
Council of Fremt | Sef.25-:} This 
$ an undoubted Article of Faith 
mg.decreed by the Council. But 
on the contrary 1t is no Article of 
Faith, That _— —__ in Pur- 
gatary. Bellarmin| hib;2 .cap.12. | 
upon this Subject delivers, as a cur- 
rant Opinion among Divines, That 
* thereis a true and proper Fire in 
Pmrgetor y- of the ſame ſpecies with 
ay Benantary fire : which Opi- 
nion is not of Faith, becauſe never 
defin'd by the Church ; nay the 
\ Greehs proteſizd againſt it in the 
Council! 
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Council of Florence, and that 
Council. in the. laſt Seſſion defin'd 
Purgatory, without mentioning the 
Fire ; and yet Ehold it a very pro- 
bable Opinion. By this you ſee 
( according to Be/larmne.) that it 
is no Article of Faith, no more 
than where the place of Purgator' 
is, in which.the Church. alſo hat 
defin'd nothing. 

Moreover, * Tis not defin'd what 
the Pains. of Pucgatory are, nor 
howv griev: us, though ( according 
to Bellarmin)all admit them greater 
than the Punithments of thus life, 
which is alſo variouſly underſtood : 
St. Thowsas holds, That the greate 
Pain in the world is leſs than the 
' leaſt of Purgatory : But Sr. Baus- 
zextwre teacheth, That the Pain of 
| loſs or privation in Purgatory 1s not 
greater than the Puniſhment of 
Purgatory, nor the Puniſhment of , 
tis life, - - That thz Pains of Pwr-, 
gary ae greater than-thoſe of _ 

2 e 
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life in this ſence, that the greateſt 
in Purgatory are more grievous than 
the greateſt in this life, though there 
may be found in Purgatory leſs Pu- 
niſtumerit than the Pains in this 
life : And this Optnien I rather 
afſent unto : Hitherto Bellarmy, 

It is not alſo of Faith, How long 
the Pains of Purgatory laſt. Soto 
( by Relation of Bellarmir ) is of 
- Opinion, That no man ſtates longer 
in -Pargatory than Ten years, which 
he rejeas in theſe yords 5; To di- 
ternane thing: (0. uncertain. cant 
be-dinewithont Temert y.: 

The way to an Agreement tt this 
Point is both - eafie-and plain, - by 
——_ ſuch Opimons as.are not 

Faith, and propounding only 


what the Churca- obliges us to | 


accept, compar'd with what the 
Separariſs themſelves maintain, 
-Catvin in his Inftitmions,lih, 3.C. 25. 
Se. 6. placeth-the fouls of the 
Fairhfult after death, even to = 

F y V7 ; ay 
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day of Jutzm :nt, in a place ot'of 
hexven, where they exp2X ( faith 
he Y the fruition of thz glory pro- 
miſed, and all thinzs remiin inſa(- 
p2nce untill our Swwiour appzar as 
our Rdzzmer, Fhis fuſpenſio1 or 
expeAation maſt n22Þ b2 grievous 
in regrd the O1j2X exp23:d isfo 
veh2meatly deſired, Hzre is un- 
doubt: il, a third place, beſides 
Hzve1 and H:ll, Waer2 pair is. 
ſuffer*d by the Fithfull decexſes, . 
even to the day of Ju{zmz1t, Thais: 


m2:8 general}. and co! 
mv troubteſomy2 inthe 
ftmce;,thm wat thz Church pro- 
poſeth by thz Council of Trex, 
But, Suppoſe a Faithful pzrſon 
dy2 ſurpris'd by an Ap»-2lexy with 
. ſome little Hiſo-dzr of fr1,for which 
he is not in thz ſite of damnition, 
this ſoul malt of n2c2Tr:ybe purged, 
S2foze (hz cm bz admiite] into 
Hzaven , whzrein nxthing chat is 
hag | fowl 
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fowl can enter, This Soul therefore 
muſt be for ſome time in Purga- 
tory, or at leaſt in a third place, 
But fince ( according to our Sepa- 
ratifts in their Confellion of Faith ) 
their 'finnes are nat imputed to 
them in this life, but the fault or 
guilt remains ſtill ;, it ts neceſſary 
for the attaining of heaven, where 
nothing can enter that is foul ; and 
though the filth be not m this world 
imputed, yet after this life all filch 
d faults muſt be waſted away, and 
purged : where? notin heaven,for 
there nothing fqul can be admitted ; 
not in earth, for,according to them, 
the guilt of ſin is notremitted there: 
It muſt be then out of the world, 
and out of heaven, in a third place 


where they are really purged both | 
from guilt and fin ; -and -that being. 
the common place for the Faithfull, 


they muſt go all into- Purgatory, 
Finally, 1f the Dodrine,. that the 


bodyof Jeſms Chrift is contain'd * 


— 
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under the ſymbols of rhe Euchariſt, 
hath no venome in it, nor pre;udiee 
to piety, why ſhould there be any - 
in this of Purgatory, as it is dehi- 

yer'd in the / a of the Church, 
They ought therefore to believe it, 
according to Daille, under pain of 


> 


ow 


43 


Y } being efteem'd neither good Chri- 

© } flians, tolerable Citizens, or m2n 

- of common ſence. 

h i yy 
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; | Of SUFFRAGES ſw 

1, the DEA D. 

, O® offers Fab, men 

C out of the Council of Treat, 

h MF Gaies thus; 1 FIRMLY HOLD, 

o FTHAT THE SOULS IN 


PURGATORY ARE RE- 
IEVED BY THE SUEF- 
AGES OF THE FAITH- 
ULL : - But theſe enſuing Opt- 
_ ru0s 


RH Age 
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nions are nt of Faith; in which 
the Council -is altogether filent, 
Cajetan teacheth; -( as Bellarmnn re- 
lates ) that all ſovites are aſfilted by 
the common Suffrages of the living, 
but th-ſe for 'tiom partictlar Sut- 
frages ace off:r'd; are not rehey d, 
wleſs, whileft they were here on 
earth, they had a ſpecial care an] 
Devotion for the' Keys of the 
Church, and for the ſouls departed. 
Others ſay , the Suffrages offer'd 
for a particular man are not only 
available to him, but to'all the ſouls 
in general, and no leſs to them than 
to him, But the common Opinion 
ſeems to hold a middle way, That 
Suffrages offer d for a particular 
man are only to him beneficial. by 
way of Satisſattion for whom they 
are offer'd, and this Dd&rine Bet 
larmin labouts to prove. 

It is not alſo of Faith, wheths 
Fuſfrages are beneficial by way cl 
Satisfation of Interceſſion ? Shares 

s in 
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in his Treatiſe of S»ffrages;,moving 
this difficulty ,, demands, whether 
temporal Pains are not ſometimes 
remitted Gratzs, by the M:rits and 
Prayers of Juſt men, who beg it df 
God by their Prayers, without 
tendering or performing any thin 
by way of SatisfaQtions, The Firſt 
Opinion anſwers this Quettion,and 
aflirmsgenerally, that this way of 
unplormg by way of Suffrage, is not 
only » but that we can gt 
no other affiftance certain-and ef- 
fective but this. This is conſtantly 
held by moſt, and chiefly by thoſe 
Divines who reje& SatisfaRion one 
for another ; it being an undoubted 
Principle, that our Swffrages carinot 
be more efficacious for the dead , 
than for the living. 

The ſecond Opinion affirms, that 
this means of remitting, Grarss, by 
way of Interceſſion, is ſometimes: 


>. obtained , h the other alfo is 


more praRic by paying an 
equal | 
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equal price, The form-r is groand- 
upon this reaſon , That thz 
Church doth often pray to God for 
the delivery of ſouls out of Purgetory 
ms ny and pious mzrcy ; 
erefore ſhe pretends to obtain 
Remilſſion grazi7,and moreover, that 
Prayer hath ſuch vertue in it ſelf, as 
to obtain its end without an equal 
price: ' And Sweres further adds ; 


probable 


on, and 

gether gratis, without obſerving the 
rule of 'vindicative Juftice. I am 
fully perſivaded, no man can:obtain 
| : for himſelf Gratis a remiſſion of 
'' , Pam due for fin; therefore none 
| can obtain it for another man 
| hving 
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living, much leſs for the deceaſed 
in Purgatory. The ſame: Author 
adds , | That: of thoſe who admit 
ſuffrages by application of our Sa- 
tisfa&rons for the dead, their O- 
pinion is, That SarisfaRtion'for the 
*ſouls1n Purgatory is only of mercy, 
The reaſon is, becauſe there is no- 
thirg of Premiſe or Covenant frem 
God in.this caſe,which is an evident 
fhgn,that the Church implot's Ged'to 
2ccept theſe <utfrages for the dead, 
Hence I irfer, That neither the 
one nor the other way of <uffrzge 
is of Faith : to wit, neither by In- 
terceflion'gratrs, or 'tercer of S2- 
tisfaAion, but only in general, :c- 
ny to the Profeſſion of Faith, 
that the Souls are relieved - by the 
Suffrages of the Faithfull : The rc 
belongs to the Scheols, and not tothe 
certainty of Faiin, The ſzme Swares 
Diſp.zz. Produceth -alſo ſome Au- 
of Sec. 3. thors,ſaying, Private Suffra- 
ges offer'd for the dead have no ſuch 


vertue 


wIQ0\1 


3 


Sf» 
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vertue as to be infallibly accepted, 
And ſome others conceive, the Sa- 
crifice of the Maſs is not of that 
certainty, or any Other work what- 
ſoever, as infallibly to free a.ſoul 
in Purgatory, ex opere operate, 

3p. <hſp.228. Vaſque goes on 


chap. 4. thus. Let us ſec 
 --> Whether the Re- 
mithon of Pain be ſo .certainly at- 
taind;by vetrue of this Sacrifice, 
Uhat, ig alwayes hath effe& by a cer- 
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tain Law or Promiſe ; Sots,C am, 
Cordaba are of Opinion, that this 
Sacrifice works conſtantly the Re- 
miſhon of Puniſhment by a certain 
Law, in what relates to the living, 
though. not to the dead, but that ir 
3s beneficial to them by way of ſuf- 
frage.i This way of Su (ac- 

cording as they underfiand tt ) is, , 
that the prayers of the living avail 
the deceaſed, as God 1s pleaſed to 

accept them, and that there 1s nol 
,certain [Law eſtabliſht - for the 
| Remiſhion 
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Remifſion of temporal Puniſhment 
due to fin : Ard moreover thatthe 
Saifice of the 4/1 is avattable. 
this way,and the like of Indulgences 
oranteld. For the. dead; and as they 
elteem the effect of Indulgences 
leſs: certain in regard of the dead 
than the living, ſo they judg of the 
Sacrifice: of . the "Maſs, yet the 
commar! and: moft approved Opr- 
nian 15,that this etfect of remitt 


| pain, 2s. well to the dead as the 
, | living is awayes given, and that 
s | 't fo [ordaind by God by a 
- | cnrtam Law, Arid to this: Opinion 
n | adbereſuch as teach, That the Suf- 


frages Which by the Faithfull are 
ofier's For tne dead are certainly 
ailable . : "This 1s: abundartly 
ſufficient: ;to - ſhow © what: is : of 


: From theſe Premiſes, 

' and frem hat is added 
by Vaſgres, .it is clear, 
that 
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that neither the Sacrifice of the 
Maſs, nor any other Suffrage 
work's a Remittion of Pain, ex 
operate, which is the term of 
the Schools , though variouſly ex- 
by cur own DoRars. 

We are then -agreed, ( preſup- 
poling Purgatory, to which 1 
operr'd a way in my laſt Chapter, ) 
And” now ( pin bs all miſun- 

ind: Problemarical 
Queſtions of the Schools: ):1 ſhall 
inkſt upon” the! ſame; methode I 
made choice of in the Queſtion of 
Satisfaftron or Merit for another. 
Fer, who'can deny, That God hath 
efanted many favors at the Prayers, 
and tn conſideration of the San&tity 
of '/his moſt Faithfull Servants, and 
particularly; for - their fakes, abated 
the- Puniſhment of ſuch Demerits 


23. deſerved a ſevere chaſtiſement :(iF* 
And why may we not then ex-P> 


the ſame mercy in Par gator 
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afſerting our Profelſidn of Faith, 
without any mixture of Opinions : 
THAT THE. SOULES 
DETAIN'D. IN PUR- 
GATORY ARE RE. 
LIEV'D BY THE 
$UFFRAGES OE THE 
FAITHFULL, 


CHAP XVI 


Oo T1NDXLGENCES. 


H The 


by 

" 4riient. ©3304 Me. be \bol 7: Syned 
traches ard ads the uſe of 
Indulgences 4 wery beneficial to 
all Chrniftian pf le ,. and approved 
'by the yer Les of other holy 


Synods ; and that: bs. to 
Fig retained in the £9 9% and 
Lo ng .Anadema'ts - thoſe wb | 
#ſfert; t ke -weprofitable , wh} , 
Iron poke Charch 
IS 4 ng then,  Norwuh ik anding 
pi that the. graming 
Le wee (LreAT, oder A105 
oy. to the artitut and appro 
'ged ; cut ome of ; the Church 5 ft 
fear that by too . great a. rem 
neſs, Ecclehaftical Drſcrphne 


weahred. 


Pry 
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This undoubtedly” belongs * to + 


q Faith, fince. it 1 d by a 
Other Doctrines conpronng Leo 

of Fences, not- __ by the Church, 
are not aith ; for ſince the 

I Fathers of the Church (where there 
was a confiderable number of Emi- 
nentDivines, versd in all ſorts of 
Learning , and who particularly 

J fifred this Subje&)did adventyrs to 
propoſe no more; It 15 a demonſtra- 
tive Argument to me,that we ought 

to ovn no more, as belonging to 
Faith z and hardly for a: well- 
grounded Doctrine, $ 
Hence I conclude , it is not. an 
Article of Faith, That the Church 
has power to grant Jndul/gences, 
whereby the Puniſhment que ( in 
the Court of 'God) tofin remitted 

g may be taken aways or the pains m 
* Purgatory : much'teſs is it an Ar-' 
icle of Faith, That the Charch,in 
WIIV Ex grant of theſe, hath any Inten-' 


H 2 tian. ; 
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tion to remit theſe Pains,but rather, 
that both the Power and the Inte1- 
tion go no farther, than to grant 
aRemiſhen of Cannonical P<nances 
heretofore very ſeverely impoſed. 
This rſt by our foreſaid 
Rale of Faith; For the Council 
neither mentions the ene nor the 
ether ef theſe Pains due to fin, and 
conſequently, they are not within 
the verge of Faith, belonging to In- 
dulgences : Secondly, it is noto- 
rious, That the Council does not 
oblige us to — any other 
ver of Indulgen A the 
Chur ch than the Shheed uſe of 
th-m by Authority of Holy Synods, 
and according to the docket ap- 
proved Cuſtomes of the Charch, 
Tom.1.of Ind. Swares,treating this 
Bi/þ.49.ScR.2- SubjeRt , ſaies thus, 
The Council of Trem, = A 
the uſe of Indulgences approved by 
General Synods: intends thoſe that 


ave uſually cited to that i as? 
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that of Nice, [ can. 11, ] the Fourth | 
of Carthage,chap.7 5. of Neoceſaria, 

ch. 3. of Agdes,can.6. of Laodicea, 
Can. 1, and 2, But we only read, 
in theſe, That it was alwayes layfull 
and uſual for Biſhops to remit their 
Penitents ſom2 part of thoſe publick 
Cannonical Penances, which were 
often inflicted for certain heinous 
Crimes, if thelife and laudable con- 
verſation1 of th: Penitent did ſeem 
to deſerve ſogreat a favor, And we 
do not gather at all from theſe Sy- 
| nods, that this Remiſſion extended tg 
diminiſh the obligation of the Pu- 
k niſhment due before God;and there. 
fore we cannotdraw from-thence any 
ſolid Argument,but,at moſt,a conje- 
ure by ſome probable inducement, 


* w 


's The ſame Author having eited at 
kw. large the Teſtimonies of S. Cyprian, 
o BN £4/,Gregor y of Nice, beſides ſeveral 


gYSynods, even to the time of S.Cypri- 
A 4y,and from thence,to that of $.Gre- 
Oy | 11,4 the Great , concerning the 
at hs H3 remifſo 


| kad F | 
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Temiſſhon of 'Puniſhments, ordained 
as well by the Diſcipline of the 
Church for publique fins, as by the 
Sacrament of Penance,:s foro exteri= 
ore,conclud's thus: 1t z5 eaſy to ewince, 
by theſe Teſtimonies alledged,That it 
- WAS an Ancient cuft ome in the Primt- 
. Tive Church, to remit ſometimes theſe 
Penarces, either by pardoning them | | 
after they were impos'd,or, having ab- | | 
ſolved the Pemtents inforo extertore, 
by a mitigation of the Penance enjoyn- 
ed; But u is ſomewhat difficult to ex- 
plicate how we may by this way 
remi[[ion, that there was then, as | 
ow (pretended by ſome) the uſe of 1n- 
dlgences, fince that Remiſſion preciſſy 
taken, did not blot ont the Obligation 
due to fin remitted; and the Prelatere- 
cerving the penitent to the peace and u- 
wit f the Ch. without any ſuch con- f | 
dition,did not free him from the pain of | I's 
P.bnt left it ſo as that it was neceſſary, WF» 
for the ſaid penitent to make a farthggl PD 
Saiisfattioneither through the ferveXMUER ! 


s Fk\s 
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\ of his Converifon;” tr byiforne oit+ 
© means,” And IRer {ome Diſcoutſe 
| upotithis-SubRX he concludes thus; 
, It dah not ſeem to'1e improbable 
| 


ts affirm, that; in the tines's* prece- 
1:ig Gregory the Great, by Tndel pew 
ces were duly renuried the "Penatcrs 
1neposr'd by the Miniſters of" the 
| Church, and mt any ain due. in 
| | rhijmdgnwemof God; by teaſok that 
what we read-of in thoſe da yes. doth 
; not ſufficiently evince the preſent uſe 
n of Indulgences, | 

4 And as for me ( ſaies Suarez, ) 
p Aft that 1 have alledg d perſnades me 
to this thought ; for nothing I'meet 
with fully ſatisfits me: Only from 
the: artiew” praftice ſome conjetture 
my be drawn + Thus far Suarez. 


"" WY Wherefore confidering the Ma- = 
2 WP-omposY” of ' theſe - Inferentes,*I— 


ſhaft perfit in my former Congl»* 
Jhyh of ſevering that” which iyHot | 
+ Faith from what is raaghtby the-- 
> Gl H4 ſaid - 


- 


F 
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«Fd Countil, being farther ingared 
\unto+it, by ſome" other Catholique 
Amthors alledgedby Suarez hindetf, 
Some Catholiques ſay, That by 

" Tndm/gences there is not any Re- 
miſkon at all of pain due to fin, in 
the judgment of God, but only the 
Obligation taken away of perform- 
ing. Cannonical Penances impos'd 
by the Church.: And Cajeran 
teaches; That by Indu/gences are 
only remitted the Penances impos'd 
by 'the Miniſters of the Chutch ; 
but not at-all the- Puniſhment due 
toi in the judgment of God ; and 
farther, ſpeaking not of the power, 
but preſent uſe of Indulgences, pon 
on thus : Sexe bave 

thought, That by 
Indulgences, which 
art new aftually gramed, there 15-10 | 
rems fſion of "pain due to ſim, in the Wh 
judgment 'of God , but only of the * 
obligation of performung the Sacr ff 
mental Penances , which opinion %% W 


Suarcs. diſp.50. 
"og 
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oy old,ard mentioned both by $, Thomas, 
_n and S. Bonayetiture ;.'T be. ground of, 
- it ts, becauſe. often. de jure. Indu/- 
Dy gences are ſaid to be gramed far Pe- 
” nances enjoined , . as. is. evident in 
: the Chapter, Cum ex eo, de Px- 
fo | . nitentia, &c. From whence we, 
may. colle& ; , That. the General, 
wd Form of granting ' Indu/geacer away. 
of Penances- enzoyned, - fince- the, 
Popes themſelves grant /nds/gerces 
bg) for Seven Years, or -Forty Dayes, 
+ . | hich numbers relate to the Peni- 
. tential Cannons,charging Penances, 


_ acarding to the ancient form of the 
= Church, and the Degrees of ſmnes, . 
£2 In fine, This Opinion is confirmed - 
£5 dy the Ancient uſe of Indulgences, ; 
bs firſt , only - for the relaxation of 
1:40 publique Penances, but -after .ex- 


Atended to Sacramemtal Penances, - 
And ſo they-conmue to thys .day, 
Land no mYe is. renutted by Indul- - 
cr WES, but the rigor. of Penances , 
on v TIAP- yd. «1 :$XAA3 1 Va wee , 

WW Hos MÞFeſtarmaw 
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« Bellarnon, lib. 1.c.7. mm his Baok-, 
of Indvlgences , ſais thus , This 
Propoſition, That by Indv/gences- 
te are freed frenm the eu er of 
ihment, not o:1y inthe face of the 
Lay but alle, before God, bor 
anciently - den ſome , reported 
ard jo er %; Fark Divine 
S. Thomas, ##d others :, I prove 
w ( ſaith h2)againſt thoſe Catholieks 
who are not 7 right in this point, 
Hence-I conclude it no Article of 
Faith, That the Church hath apower 
to remit, ' by Indwlgences, the pains 
di before Gnd, or in Purgatory ; 
much leſs, Thatthe Church, by the 
Grant of Indulgences, hath any 
Intention of rem:tting them,or doth 
atually remit them, And *tis ſuf- 
fickent for a Cttholick, to ackn9gv= 
ladg the other Pcyvr, and th2 Ex- Mi 
erciſe of it : And ywho can in reaſon UW 
reje& rhis power, and the Praftics "þ 
ef tt? - Our-Separatiſts themſelveYg&F/ 
grant Indulgences in the ſ1m? w FI, 
or PP 


v- 
4 


= 
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. Net is n - ea Faith, That 
the'Churchhath any power togrant 
Indulgences for the dead, ada. 
by thoſe Indqulgences 'a Soul may be 
delivered out of Putgatory: Or that 
by ſaying Maſs on a- Priviledg'd- 
_— a ſoul _—_—_ -= 
atory ,'| T prove ens in thes 
ng ag before; Firtbbreadfe+ 
the Council of Trex teacheth it not: 
Secondly, beeaufe the ſilence of - the” 
Fathers of that Cauncil (whonyere 
not Jpnorant of theſe Opinions 4ht 
Pradtiſes, ) fheves: poſttively-, that 
they did not own them to bz" off. 
Faich.- Fhirdly, 1pro;e it, out of 
what is aſtrm'd by Snares, Diſp.g44 
ſeft.x, That ſore Cnrholick Anthers 
beta, The Church thn gre Bid i 
 gences to the Iitings, but net #6: 1he 
dead. And mm another place, Deſp. 


| 


Wy abſolutely denies, that Irdw/gerear 
I. ayail the dead. F 
» \ Pellarmin, ( lit.1, c,14. affirms 


the: 


The Rule of Eaith,', 169 


f $3. Seft.x. benmes Hoſtientryvt or: | 


{ 
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the ſam2 of Gerſoz, ani p:olucen 
his reaſoty t&' wit; b2cauſe Injul- 
Pences are ordaine 1 for- thaſe that 
ſubmittoth2 Coaureof M rcy,which 
laſts even tod2ath, -anin5 farther ; 
and that the grant of Indu'gences is 


- not an aRK of -JuriſdiRKion ov2r Pur- 


gatory, 'AnJ1 the ſam? Swares wits 
neſleth, tht am1g thoſ2 wie admit 
Indulgences, fom:-will-not atlow, 
that private ſuftrages offer'd fot the 
dead hay that effi-acy as to be in- 
fallibly accepted; -and- ſom? are of 
Opinion, that th2 Sacrifice of th>' 
Maſs hath it no! ; and that there is 
no work that can ex opere operate - 
free aſoul from Purgatery by a cer - 
cain andinfallible Law, In fne;w2 
have ns Divins Promiſe upon-vhich 
v2 may ground a certainty for the 
eff: of Inds/g:nczr, and thzrefore 
w2 conclud2 them given oaly by 
ay of Suffrage. 


> 


» 


i 


0 
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CHAP; XVIL 3 6 


Wau, CERTAINTY there” 3s 
in the foreſaid DOT RINES. 


Gm: miy obj2&, Thouzh -theſe 
four DaRcines above m2ntian- 
e4 are nat aimitted to bz of Faith, 
have th:y. nothing of certainty in 
them? Suares | diP.43. Sefk, 1, ] 
delivers his own ienc2 thus; WF: 
ought to-ſays T here 15 4 pow:r.m the 
Church of granting Ind#gences by 
which ſouls are freed from the pu- 
niſhm:ut due before (384 for ſinnes re- 
mitted + And. again, 4 ſay, The 
Charch has pow:'r vo grant ſuch. In- 
dalgenses, as that thereby. the ten- . 
poral puniſhment duc b:fore God may 
be remitted, even without the Sacra-. 
meat. of Penance, I holithis aſſer- 
101 certain , for it depends upon 


F. \ghit I have already (hed, making 
RI 9PPc2r, that thece 15 apover in 
ty the 
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the Church of granting Indulgences, 
and that by 4ndulgences are undex- 
ſtood a true Renuiſion, which hath 
this very etfe& b-fore-mentioned. 
Heendeavors to ptove it from [eye- 
ral Decreta/s_ contain'd in the Can- 
non Law , and from divers ' Bulls, 
mwhich'this nſe' of -Indulgences 15 
allowed; -and by the commion' pra-: 
ice of the preſent Church; fer: 
otherrvayes ( as he ſayes ) it woald 
be eticem'd 2 groſs eror both in 
i(Eand morality : Andthough.; 
we ſhould condefcend to. what fome 
Cathdticks avoiv, That the ufe- of * 
Inchiſgences is not very ancient, but 
began 11 the time of S.Gregor y, yet 
it cannot be reputed an errour, con- 
ſidering how generally itis receiv'd- 
ard pragtic'd m the Church. 
The ſame Auther , | diſp. 53.' £ 
Seft.1. |demanding what certainty 
is produced concerning Indulgences 
for the dead ? anſwers 3 That be 
cauſe anciently the- matter was nc 
| declar'd - 


- IT 
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deckird m the: Church, ſond:\ Can: 
tholiques: hwwe derzbted of it, ' bac; 
nolv the-practie2-is ſo-conlting, thats 
it catrf0t b2 tejeed without danger: 
of. Errar,) Firſt, by thy commaty: 
Opinion of th2 Schozlm:m:Second< 
ly, oy the Practice of the Churchi+ 
Thicdlyy by the Authority of 'miny: 
Pop2s, who both in Fatt and Do-- 
&:in: hive confirmed this Tenet, 
And Bellarmin, 116; 1, chap.14- 
teacheth the ſame, ſaying,  &:iraoer<. 
ru! the ſouls in Purgatory nay 

relieved. >5 ka 
Suarez, , in his Treatiſe of the 
Treaſure of the . Church , teaches»: 
thus, 19/+ ought to. ſay, That the | 
Treaſure. of the Charch is mot onty j 
\ Wi co-mpor'd of the Merirs of Chriſt. 1 
3« ' &\ but alſo of the Merits of Saims, 
oy iþ This Afﬀertion I hold cercain, And i 
© WW 4 little after he adds,Some will needs 


—_— 
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| xy, That Good Work x- ( 4a ts the + 
vW Jaroe of. SatisfaQtion ) ave foindivi- . 
_ a dually 


\ 
ju 
. 
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daally belonging to him that atts or 
fuſfers , that. no_ man beſides. Jeſus 
Chriſt cax beſtow the necrit pon au- 
her ;Conformably to which Opinion 
we mufF deduce this Conſequence, 
That the Treaſure of the Church 5s 
wot comp3i'd of ghe Merits of Saints, 
and, that. nothing of them can be ap- 
Ply'd by way of Indulgence to the 
renatting of teneperal tain, But 1 
concerueythis Opinion ( in as much at 
it excludes the Merits of Saints from 
the Treafure of the Church, and the- 
ne of Indnulgences ) to. be errontoms, 
and enght-t1 te avoided, in regard: 
it contradifts the common Opimorn of 
Diwines, and the accuſtomed prafitce 
of mrs and gx ag it ſup- 
4 falſe ground , that one Tuſt | 
api 35 for another ; and Wi 
it contraditts the uſual ſtile of the" bf 
Popes, 8c. And again, 7 held this {{\ 
Openion, T* 44 one Faithſull comet 
ſatirge for anether, 15 falſe, and 
very wy is Drum y, and the _ 1 


\ 


—_ 


The Rule of Faith, 175 
= fit 16 be_ avoided” as 4-matter of im- 
us prrtanct”: Hitherto Smuares ;, who 
w- \Fithcut. doubt ought to be under- 


= ftood, when he urgeth. theſe four 
ey certainnes, in ſuch a ſence, as not 
ad t> condemn theſe Authors of tene- 
FL rity” ivho hold the contrary, For, if 
p- we ſhould underftind Swares in that 
he ſence, he would appear temerarious 
4 himſelf, in condemning others of 
ont temerity, and contradiRt his own 
- $eneral Principles, touching what 
be 15 certain, and what not 5 but in a 
w2 moderate ſence they may be termed 
rd” certainties, 

of 

177 

p- 

if 

ud 

he \ 


"Du Muulin, in his Judg of Co - 
troverſies, delivers his minde thus, 

\ When ſeveral Perſons of knowlede 
Wy 4:d Authority decide a aifficalty, 
[\ and chiefly, whenthey are ſuch, te 
8? hom God commands to pay 4 revt-, 
i rence and refpett, it is @ ſhame PA 
nd fICrhing to comraditt, or not to 18 
ki | | bo judgment : And is not the 
fie F | ſame 
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fame: Rule. of Prudence requirtt:fh 
our Queſtion 2 $5.97 LOVIN 
Bur in caſe ſom? perſons, 6f-a 
more rigid diſpoſition, refale! to 
lubſcribe to - theſe four ' reheatſed. 
Opinions; by reaſon Amntiquiity-tbok 
little or 910 notice 6f th2tn, - and'tHE- 
Councit of Trewe(though aſſembled 
ſpecially upon the SubjeRt of Zndw/- 
gences, at that time deni'd by the 
Protettants, both in themſeves,and 
m theſe four cxcutnſtahees ) hath 
pronounced nothing in confirmation 
of theſe four points ; yet it is agreed, 
that the Popes do what is not-only 
good and profitable, but laudable in 
oranting Hra/gert-s for the dead, in 
diſtributing” the Treaſure * of the 
Church, in atfowing a Remiſſion of 
Puniſhment dye: before God, arid 
at application of Satisfadtions, - per. 
formed for. otliers :"Porzin wal Ftheſe Wy 
they rake a ſure way, arid} the Faith, Þ 
futt ought ts be zealdubitmehe Bal 
ing Indulgence : SINte if theſe Do-WH 
" Erines 


— — 
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ts | Arines be true, as they are pioufly 
is believed, the eff:& will follow. ; 
a If they want a ſolid Fotmdation, at 
ts | leaſt, the effeR cannot be other than 
»&, | good;, fince thereby the Faithfall 
&&- | are invited to the performance” of 
tg: | many ſpecial works. of Piety 'and 
&d | Charity, which never are wwe- 
4. | warded. And it is certain, That 
the | Phyſitian proceedsupon'good Prin: 
m4 | ciples, andought juſtly tobe com- 
4th | mended, that preſcribes his Patient 
ion | 2 Cordial, though he be not certain 
ed, | of the EffeR, but only, that it can 
nly || ono hurt, at may do good : $o 
the Merchant in his Trade, ahd 
every Sober man in what he under- 
takes, proceeds prudently , though 
the gain be uncertain; which is 
plainly our caſe in the mitter of 
| \ adulgences for the De1d,and ſaying 
lWWaſs on priviledg'd Altars. 
This ſeems agreeable to what 
Waſques reachetb, 1b, 2. p.5, That 
»- Wye Church ſometimes in 
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a good Catbolike, the other Queres 
will for the preſent rather 
Ro 


he and habit 
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hzr practice upon a probable Opini- 
on, Without FE it to be of 
Faith,in waich ſhe ſivery's not from 
the rule of prudence and rexſon, as 
may be demonſtrated in this parti 
cular of 1zq»lgences,. and ſhall; ap- 
pear more apparently in. what I am 
to ſayin the next Chapter, 
Notwi:hftanding , having a due 
regard to the weakneſs of our Sepa- 
ratilts, whom we would. willingly 
perſwade into the boſome of the Ca- 
tholick Church, by making the way 
as caſte as\we can. And ſince neither 
our Profeſſion of Faith , nor the 
Council of Trent, take any notice of 
theſe Four Heads,or Circumſtances, 
the beſt way to. deal with them is, 
not to. preſs theſe opinions at all : 
For wh; ſhould we propoſe more toff 
them then - what our Profeſſion of 
Faith, and the General Counci ( | 
engage us to? Is itnot ſufficient to 


\ 


make a man a true childe of th 
Chuch, if he ſubmits tatheſe ? " 
why 
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b- why ſhould we be more exact, and 
of | rigid, that the Councils and the 
m Popes ? And in caſe our Separatiſts 
a ſhould of themſelves urge. theſe 
Four Heads, the ſhorteſt anſwer, 
and' freeeft from all exception is, 
Mm | ' That fince our Profeſſion of Faith 
and the Council of Trex, ate filent 
ue | jr; theſe Queſtions, and that to ſub- 
mit, ſo far as they command, is 
gly abundantly ſufficient tomake a man 
-A- | agood Cathelike, the other Queres 
Vay | will for the preſent rather appeor a 
Digreſſon than otherwiſe ; but be- 
mg orce received into the Church , 
the Piety and probability of thoſe 
CE, | Opinions will ſoon be illuſtrated, and 
grow more credible. In fine, Let 
*Mj, us preſs no farther than the words 
e oft of ot Profeſſion of Faith imports, 

on towit, I BELIEVE, THAT 
ncilf YTHE POWER OF IN- 
nttYy DULGENCES HATH 
| REEN GIVEN, AND 
? a Wy LEFT TO' "THE CHURCH, 
why}*. BY 
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BY JESKS CHRIST; 
AND, THAT THE USE 
OF THEM 1S WHOL- 
SOME, AND BENE- 
FICIAL TO CHRLE 
STIAN PEOPLE. Letus 
go ne farther , -but follow the 
advice. of the Apoſtle, . Let none 
preſuns to.be more wiſe thay behowes, 
but be we unto ſobriety.” 


——— 


CHAP, XVIIL 


what i 15 leſs certain concerning 
INDULGENCES,. 


T is ſo far from being an Articte 
of Faith, that there is-little or 

no certainty, whether, when 1» 
4 nces are granted, it be upon a 

cient Conſideration ; As whery{j 

a ec Indulgence is granted, for 
repeating lame few Prayers, or 
giving ſome petty Alms, or ſaying 
S 


'% 
| 
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Maſs for the Dead, n.a priviledg'd 
Altar, and conſequently, whether 
ſuch acylgences be available : this 
kprove z 1.. Becauſe neither the 
Council -of Trext, nor any other, 
teaches us to believe, that fuch 1 
4slgerces , ſo frequent, with ſuch 
circumſtances, for ſuch .cauſes, as 
for one-Maſs , : one Commumon, or 
.a few ſhort Prayers, are. available, 
Nay the Council of Trent adviſeth, 
that great care ond moceration be 
beld in the granting:cf Indutgences 
according , to the ancient and ap- 
rroved- cuſteme of the Church, 
which :cueſucnleſs was not to give 
ſuch a multitude of ſvaxlgercesupon 
ſo flender Ccnſiderations, 
| 2, Both by Autherity and Rea- 
\ ſons :8}tedg'd : by : Fe/larmun in his 
\, Treatiſe of 1rdn/gences., eAll ge- 
xerally acree ( ſayes he) that an 1In- 
dulgence withomt a juſt, that is, 
ſnff. cient Motize 15 not of ferce to 
wxpiate the Obligation of pain due 
tefore 
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before God either in this life or the 
»ext : and, havir edit atnply, 
adds : Hence arſeth. a Que 
Whether to the ſuffictency of the 
cauſe there is not required ſome 
proportion betivixt the work en- 
Jjoyn'd, and the Indu/gexce >? Or 
whether large Indw/gences may be 
granted upon the performance of 
{mall works, The firſt Opinion is, 
of thoſe who maintain, that the pro- 
pertion1s not requiſite , but it ſuf- 
ficeth, if the cauſe be pious, and 
not for the performance of ſome 
vain at, or purely temporal, unbe- 
longing to the honor of God ; but 
for any work whatſoever, if it tend 
to the Glory of God, and the good 
of his Church, The Reaſons for this 
Opinion are, for the moft part Mr 
taken from the ccmmon Practice of A} 
the Church, | 
But thoſe that favor the contra-*( / 
ry-Opinion ſay, That, to the end Iv 
the cauſe may be juſt, it is re+ tc 
cure. Jo 


[ 


C 
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quired, that the work be not only 
pion*, but hold ſome proportion 
with the Indulgence : inſcomuch,that 
if a great inculgence be granted 
upcn a ſlender cauſe , it will not 
prove effeQual : As this is the more 
generally received Opinion, ſo it 
ſeems to me ( ſaith Bel/armixe ) the 
more rational and true; And I hold, 
for example,if a plenary Izdnlgence, 
ſhould be granted for orce ſaying 
our Lords prayer, for the converſion 
of Hereticks, or for giving a ſmall 
C harity towards the recovery of the 
Holy Land,it would not be available, 
In fire, to make the cauſe juſt, 
'ris neceſſary, that the thing requi- 
red by the 1-du/gexce be more 


(pratefull to Cod, ard more profi- 


table ro his Church, than the pe- 
Ntential ſatisf2Rion remitted by the 
Indulgerce, But (the Cardinal adds) 
ve muſt obſerve,that,as there ought 
to be a juſt conſideration, or cauſe, 
lo it Goth net appertzin to every 
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man to judg of it, nor take the 
liberty of cenſuring /nd#/gerces as 
ſome Authors do. 

And herein Clement the S$th is 
much to be commended for his 
care and Providence in executing 
the Decree of the Ccuncil cf Late- 
ran under Innocent the 3d, concern- 
ing the diſcreet moderation of /x- 
du/gences, and the Decree of thc 
Ccuncil of Trext for recucing them 
to the arcient cuſtome approved in 
the Church : For it is well known 
the Ancients \vere very reſerved in 
this particular, ſince Sergins 24m 
granted only for three years, anc 
Paſcalis for 40 dayes, Andther, 
having raiſed this Ob;e&tion, 1 hat 
if 1xdulgirces granted witheut ſom 
conſiderable cauſe were not valic 
C hriftian people would be mu 
deceived by their Poflors, Which 
cught rot to be acmitted, anfivers 
thus: T here is generally wo darger 


of deciur, for the people are tangh: 


t+ 
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it 15 an Article of Faith, That there 
i 4 power inthe Church of granting 
Indulgences, but net, that it cannot 
happen, This particular Indulgence 
may be wunvallid, or unbenefieral ; 
which, as it may happen ſometimes 
for want of Amthorit y#» the giver, 
ſo alſo ſometimes mary. ah 64g 
in the cauſe. eAnd therefore, all 
well adviſed Chriftians ſo accept of 
Papal Indulgences, as that be/ides 
them they are carefwll to perform 
works worthy of Penance, and make 
ſatisfattion for their ſinnes : Hitherts 
Bellarmin, 

How little reaſon our Separatifts 
have to refuſe an Agreement and 
Subſcription to Indulgences thus 
{expounded ond afſertedin the terms 
of our Profeſſion of Faith, extracted 

t of the Council of Trext, I 
leave to the Readers Judement, 
having firſt duely weighed their 
ovn Conftant Principles - and 
Tenets, 


] 2 Du 
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Du Monlin(in his Buck/er of Faith, 
þ-15.)hath theſe words.Jt is falſ ,chat 
we affirm, The Church of God wants 
power to remit fins. T he Faithfull Pa- 
ftors enjoy this power, The Scripture 
ſanh,T he Paſtors pardon ſins, becauſe 
God makes fe of them to pardon ſins, 
This is in effz& the Pardons and /n- 
da/gences which the Pope grants, be- 
cauſeGod makes ufecf him to pardon 
fins. He proves this at large from ſe- 
veral texts of Scripture, Mat.16.19.8 
18.19.70.20.23. Andin his 5th $. ef 
the ſame Work he will have it, That 
all Paſtors enjoy this Power equally, 
and adds, That when the fin is remit- 
ted, all temporal puniſhment is re- 
mitted at the ſame time; and by this 
Tenet they allow all their Paſtors the 
Power of remitting both fin and the} 
Puniſhment due before God to ſig 
which in effect makes them all Popes 
. # large,and inveſts them confidently 
in that Papal Power,which by grave 
Authors 1s queſtioned in the Caiho- 
licue 
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lique Church : Why do theſe men 
quarrel with us about Indalgences ? 
They remit the Penances enjoyrtd 
by their Diſcipline,and thz Pope thoſe 
by the Cannon-Law : We teack,that 
m ſom? caſes(the {in being'remitted 
( there remains yet due a temporal 
Puniſhment; But the Miniſters con- 
fidently pardon both the one and the 
other, and that without th2 help of a 
Sacrament,not eftzeming P2nance to 
be any, and without going farther 
than their Tuſtifying Faith, they diſ- 
Yatch the whole work, Is not this to 
Le admit of much more than 
we do? We teach, that Prieſts forgive 
ſins by the help of a Sacrament, where 
Confeſſion is requir'd,& a deep ſorrow 
for fins committed , with a frm pur- 


'paſe of am2ndment,& yet after all this 


oftentimes there remuns a temporal 
puniſhment due, which is piouſly be- 
liev'd miy be remitted by Indu/gences, 

Who is it nov that attributes 
more to m2n according 'to their 


i 13 > proper” 
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proper grounds and Tenets, either 
we or our Adverſaries ? without 
doubt they, For every Miniſter,ac- 
cording to their Principles, for all 
ſinns,and at all times,grants plenary 
Indulgence, yet they are angry with 
the Pope for doing far leſs, and 
mare ſeldome. In a word, They 
| give th2 largeſt Pardons that can 

imagin'd., without reſervation 
of Caſes, without the help of a 
Sacrament, and at the ſame time 
free the Soul from all temporal 
Puniſhment, which is much more 
than we attribute to the greateſt of 
our Indulgences, 
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CHAP. XIX, 


Of the OBLIG ATION ame 
to CONSTITUTIONS 
and- HUMANE L AWES, as 

well ECCLESL ASTICAL 
4 CIT 1 L, 


V E have - done with ths 
| Rule of Fanh, and the 
Application of it to the Principal 
points of Controverſie. Let us now 
deſcend to the Queſtion of Laves 
and Manners. tmientioned in this 
Chapter. Thz Council of Trent 
ſpeak3 taus : If any ont ſaith, That 


_ j$tified man 1s not obliged to 
' obſerve the Commandments of God, 


and the Church, Anathemi, If any 
one ſaith, That thoſe who are 
baptiſed are freed from the Precens 
of the holy Church , 4s well written 
as delrvered by Tradition, and that 

| I 4 they 
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they are not obliged to t'e perform- 
ance | bragy<ant yas 1, And again, 
The holy Synod exhorts all Paſtors 
carefully ts recomm:nd unto the 
Faithfull a due ob:dience, principally 
in thoſe things that belong to the 
mortification of the fleſh, as the 
diftinftion of mats by abfenance, 
and faſts;, or what concerns the 
encreaſe of Pitty, 4s the devout aud 
Religions obſervation of Feit ival 
dayes ; advrriiſing the people often 
zo yeild obedience to their Superio 175, 
#xd that thoſe who heacken ts th:m, 
hearken to God, the rewarder of All 
good; and who d:ſpiſe then will ſinde 
that God us their revenger, This is 
the DoRcinz of th? Council of 
Trent , and maſt b2 ovey'd, as 
proceeling from 1 Gentral Council, 
without any alteration , dimination, 
or augmentation, Fo: thz better 
underſtanding hereof, ani to opeu 
a way of Agreement, 07 rathc to 
Gow, That eur Adverſaries ee 
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do nor can call this to queſtion, if 
we adhere truly to the words of the 
Council, I thought good to premiſe 
theſe Four Animadverfions, 

The firſt is, Taat the Council 
ſpeaks not of any yoke of conſcience 
nor Obligation under pain of mortal 
ſin, nor yet of venial ; the abſtains 
from. theſe Expreſſions which are 
frequent among Divines , though 
there wanted not eminent perſons: 
of that Profeſſion in the Council, 
The Second is, That the alledg- 
eth no- other Proofs to teſtifie our 
Obedience to- our Superiours, and 
their Lawes, but theſe Texts cout of 
Scripture, Heb, 1 2. 197, Obey your 
Prelates,and be ſub et tothem, Luk. 


10.16, He who hears you, hears me, 


Who reſiſts pomer, reſiſts the Ordi- 
nance of God, and thoſe that reſi 

bring damnation npon themſelves. 
Therefore be ſubjeft of ntceſſit y, not | 


only. for wrath,but alſs for conſcience 
ale, Rom.1 3. 235- | 
| | Is The 


FW 
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Tie third is, That th2 Miniſters 
in their Geneva. Biblz, upon the laſt 
cited words , uſ2 .this Expreſſion, 
N.t only for the fear of Puziſhnem, 
but alſo for that fear which ts due t9 
God by. reaſon of his Ordinance: And 
in their 4oth Article thus, ze ho/d, 
That we ought to-5b:y the Law?s and 
Statutes of our Superiors, efFeemting 
them the Lieaten4nts and Officers of 
God, Therefore,according to Geneva, 
we ought to oh:y the Lawes and 
Statut2z of our Supertours, not-only 
for fexr of - Puniſhment, but alſo 
for the fear thit 13 du2to Gol in 
reſpeX of his O:dinance : this 
' being in eff2X as much as the 
Council exacts. Weed, 

The Fourth is thus expreſs'd by 
Vaſques, 1.2, diſp.158. ch;/g. It is 
not certain , thit either Secular, 
or Ecclefiaſtical Princes have re- 
caived from GoJ a particular 
warrant to oblige,: under mortal fin, 
belies the ordinary pover they 


have 
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have to govern their Subjes : "The 
Ecclefiattical, as they are deputed 
by God'; and thz Secular, as from 
the Common-wealth, from whence 
proceeds naturally an Authority to 
oblige their Inferiou's by their 
Lwves according ' to the quality of 
the miitter: and though neither 
Secuttar nor Eccleſizftical poiver can' 
pretend to chaſtiſe their Delinquents' 
with-the pains of H2ll, yet nature 
teicheth us, that Diſobedienc: to 
our Parents,or Supertours 1n_ things 
layyfull and honeſt, 15 a Crim2, 2c- 
co:ding tothe quality of the matter; 
Diſobedience to Superiours b2ing 
in itſelf againſt right Rexſon, an1 

nature. Of Tranſgrefſions ſom? are 
mortal, ſome venial, inregard both*' 

being againſt Lav and Reaton, the 
o1e offends grievouſly , the cther 
lightly ; Bur that which highly 
o>poſeth Reaſon and Law, h'ighty 
offends Gol, and conſequen'ly, 
renders a man guilty of his dif- 

[L444 pleaſure, 
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ure,and what highly diſpleaſeth 
pou diſſolves ——_ _— 
and of it ſelf deſerves eternal Pu- 
niſhment, not becauſe God hath 
particularly conſtituted and ap- 
pointed the Lav, and threatned the 
Tranſgrefſors with ſuch. a Puniſh- 
ment, but b:cauſe the fault of 
K. ſelf deſerves that Puniſh- 
ment, For God would proceed. 
unjuſtly ( which cannot bz ima-- 
gin'd ) if he ſhould infli& E- 
ternal Paniſhm2nt upon a fault 
not deſerving it; no leſs than 
another Judg in thz ſame cuſe ; 
and. with. the ſame Puniſhment 
Hall they = ms, who, 
having. n> knov of any 0- 
ther Law, but =Y nature, have 
committed this fin, according to 
the words of S, Pan! : Thoſe that 
bave ſinned withont the Law, ſhall 
piſh without the Law : By which 
ſhes, — ſhill be judg- 


ed by the i& of Reaſon, 
LO againſt 
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againſt which they have fin- 


' ned, Hence it -followes, that 


th2 only TranſgreTion of the 
Luv of Nature renders a man 
guilty of Eternal pains, though 
in effe&. this ſezms to b2: 
done by the only will of 
God, : | 

The ſam: Author , | diſp. 154. 
chap. 2. | purſuing his SubjeR, 
ſaith, Tne Pope cannot oblige, 
under pain of an1ctal fin, by ver- 
tue of receiving a poiver from 
him who cn puniſh with Eter- 
nal fire; it being not certain, 
that the Pope hath received any 
ſuch. expreſs authority ;* but as 
he hath the: right of Eccleſu- 
ſticalp over inveſted in him he 
may juſtly commmd.; and to 
diſobey him . is both wicked 
and irrational, which Argument 
hith alla. force in a ſecular 
Prince, | 


Vaſques go:s on, ſaying , -_ 
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this Univerſal Principle of theright 
of Nature ( to wit, that we muſt 
obey our Superiours )- is built th2 
whole frame of humme- Law ; for 
it' is not in the will of a humane 
Legiſlator to oblige, or not oblige, 
by his Lai, but only to comm ind, 
or not command, to promulgate, or 
not promulgata : But the Lay being 
and the commandm2nt given, ' 
the Lav of Nature oblige: h us to 
obedience : and therefore the 
meaſure of our Obligation is to 
be taken from the Law it ſelf, arid 
natural Reſon, -after a due Pro- 
mulgation of the poſt tive Lov, by 
our Superiour - Hithnerto Vaſques. 
By which it 1s clexr, Tart 'tis not 
the Superior , no? th? Lav that 
obligezch the conſcience under pe- 
nalty of fin, or impoſeth any yok? 
upon 1t, but God, and the Law .of 
niture, which, ſuppoſing a poſtave 
Lay , enacted and promulgated, 
obligeth to the perfo:mnce of ir. 
According 
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According to thaſz Four Ani- 
mudverfions, an1 containing our 
ſelves purely within th2 Terms of 
th2 Council of Trext, I cannot diſ- 
cover any poſſible difference with 
our Separatilts in this point ; For, 
now can they ſerve from wh I 
have alle1dged out of Vaſques, That 


no humane Law either Eccleſiaſtical: 
cr croil d 1th oblige under nyrtal ſin, 


nr im72ſe a yoke upomthe conſcience 


(which are th2 very terms of the 


Seoaratiſtz- in thzir 24th Article ) 
but ouly 1n'regard God, by his Holy 
Writ, and th: Law of Nature, obli- 
geth rs to ob:y our Superiours, and 
Parents, Thus much all mn grant, 
and none can deny, that Suvericrs 
ci mike Lyves ; Tozrefoe who 
diſobey's his Superiours , and the 
Luvzs enat:d by them, doth tran{- 
greſs the Lav: of Gol, which 
odliges us in conſcience to 052y our: 
Supzriours, This 18 ſufficient for a 


na_— 


ſubmiſſion to th Council of Trex, - þ 


1:1 
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I this point, and conſequently to be 
elteem'd a good Carboli, PA 4 
Vaſques affirm's confidently, that 
_ =_ is of Force, if not received 
e people, the Legiſlators con- 
vine and confening to their re- 
fuſal ; From whence many diffe- 
rences vill ceaſe, and miny calum- 
nies raiſed: by the Separatiſts, and 
particularly, by du Moulin, Daille, 
&c. who accuſe the Church of for- 
bidding the uſe of the Bible in the 
vulgur tongue. And the Fathers of 
Trent ( ſaith du Moxlin ) afficms, 
That the Reading of Scriptures: 
breeds more: hurt than:good to the 
people ; though neither out Profeſ- 
fin of Faith, nor the ſaid Council 
mention any thing at all, by way 
of forbidding the uſe of th Bible,m 
the vulgar Tongue ; wierefore this 
bold affertion will amount to a moſt 
$ impudent lye : All that the Council 
$f ſayes, is in the Decree concerning 
$ the choice of Books, Seſ. 18. The 
f hely 
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holy Synod ( percervinz, that the 
numb.r of ſuſpetted and dangero's 
Books is to2 much encreaſed, in which 
many impur: Deftrines are contained, 
and divulged ) hath reſolv:d, that 
ſom: Fathers bs deputed to enquire 
diligently, what is fit to b: don! in 
the cenſure of ſuch B1Y%s, and report 
it in du: tim! to the Council, that 
thiſe extravagant D)Trines my b: 
the mr: eafly ſeparated, as cack/e 
from the wheat of Chriftian Truth : 
ani ſom:thing deliberated on, and 
reſolu:d mye conveniently t2 that 
perpoſe, Herz is no m2ntion at all 
of th B:ble in th: Vulgwe To12u2, 
nor of any ding: in the r21ding it, 
though this is all thit cn b2: 
oHtnr'd from th2 Vote of th: 
Council of Trext, 

Som2 are no: alittl2 ſurpris'd, in 
tazt divers Byokſellzrs hive by1n] 
u> th2 Index Expurgatirine with 
ths Dezcrezs of thit Council, an1 
look uporvit as a part of th2 Conncil, 
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or at leaſt proceeding from thence, 
though it never related to it, nor 
had any approbation from it, and 
much leſs did it ever forbid the uſe 
of the Bible in thz vulgar Tongue, 
but only ſpeaks diſcreetly, and ad- 
viſeth, that this matter b2 referr*d 
either to the Biſhop,or to the Paſtor, 
or to the Ghoſtly Father,by reaſon of 
Weak. and ' ill compoſed Spirits , 
which are apt to drayw evil frum 
God. Theſe Laves which are 
meerly humane, are often reſembled 
to Medals which have two; faces, 
and vary according to the tim2s and 
circumſtances, Ir is certain, that 
the reading of Scripture is both 
holy and uicfull, an4 yet accidently 
may occaſion evil, In the fixt Rule 
of the Index 1s ſaid, That the read- 
ing of the Books of Controverſic, 
Waich 'are . Written in a vulgar 
Larguage, ought not generally to be 
permitted, no more than the Bible 
written m the ſamz, ; but (till with 
reſpeX 
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reſpe& to the advice of S.' Peter, 
( 2 Fp. 3.16.) that there are hard 
paſſages in the EpiiFles of S. Paul, 
( and th2 ſame miy b2 affirmed of 
other Texts ) which the 1gnorant aud 
unſtable deprave to their own perditi- 
#n;and thereſore,in the'e we ought to 
proceed with the advice of our Dire- 
Qors, And this is as much as the /x- 
dex endeavors to,prevent, which yet 
is of no Obligation in France,nor any 
of the Bulls of Rowe that maintain ir. 
From the ſame Rule of Yaſques, 
common to all Divines,it folloivs alſo, 
That neither theſe Bulls, nor a great 
number of other C a;zons,Conſtinutions 
and Decrees,concerning miners,even 
of GenzalCouncils,and with greater 
reaſon of Popes,oblige nat here among 
u3, nor 1n many other Kingdomes. 
Again it follows, 1n what ſence 
theſe ivords of our Profeſſion are to 
be underlto2d, 1 promiſe and ſwear 
true obedience to the Pope, or Biſhop 
of Rome, and recerv? and Prof eſs 
undoubtedly 
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#ndoubredly all things ordain'd, de- 
fin'd, and declar'd by the holy Can- 
nens, and ecumenical Councils, and 
particularly by the holy Council of 
Trent, Towhich I anſiver, whatſo- 
ever is defin'd to be of Faith by a 
General Council, is held to be of 
Faith by all the Faithfull ; and it is 
not neceſſary for this eff2&, and to 
rendzr it of obligation, that ir be 
accepted by the people, fince truth 
it ſelf is independent of all admiffi- 
on, Butit 1s not ſo of Lvves, waich 
muſt be both promulgated and 
receiv*d bzfore they are of force. 
Much leſs obligation have we 3s 
Catholick;, to particular Devotions, 
and Confratermties of th2 Roſary, 
Scepulary,&c.now in pratice. For 
of theſe there 1s no mention at all 
in our P:1fefſion of Faith, nor in the 
Concil of Tr-x#:1nd concerning the 
Indulgences belonging to the foreſaid 
Confratermties , We o1g't to- judg 


of them as in the-preceJent Chapter 
of 
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of Irdu/gexces,and no otherwayes; 

Wherefore our _—_ ought 
not to retard their iſſon to the 
Church upon the Calumnies and 
jeers rais'd by ſome Miniſters in 
derifion of theſe particular Devo- 
tions , Which ( though not at all 
reprehenfible in "Grattan » If 
rightly underſtood) may be omitted 
without either prejudice to Faith, 
or the Unity of the Church, 


wet 


CHAP, XX, 


Concerning ome E R RORS 
proceeding rom IGNORANCE, 
which ought to be laid aſide, 


wh eAuitin| [ 116.20, chap. 21. ] 
( writivg againſt Fau#as the 
Manichean ) having ſet down the 
DcArire of the Cathclique Church, 
goes on thus , Chriſtian people 

celebraze 
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celebrate the memory of Martyrs 
with a Religions ſolemnity , that 
thereby they may be excited to their 
mutation, aſſociated to their merits, 
and aſſifted by their Prayers ; Yet 
we do net offer Sacritice to the 
Martyrs,but to the God of Martyrs ; 
though it is confeſs'd , we erect 
Altars, in the. Memories, that is, 
Churches of Martyrs : and if any man 
ſhould fall into this or any other 
Error, he is ſoon reprehended by 
the wholſome Dottrine of the 
Church, either - to be corrected, 
condemned, or avoided. 

Of this nature are divers Errors 
derived from the practice of weak 
and ignorant perſons, as alſo others 
falſly objected by our Adverſaries, 
and diſavoved by the Church, par- * 
ticularly concerning 1ndulgerces , 


" and the Lives of Saints, which were 


clear'd by the grounds of our Rule 

of Faith, in their proper places, 

Ds Moulin ſcoftingly writes, 
fb Thar 
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That the Book of Reman Indalgences 
ſayes, that at S, Exſebizs in | won 
there are every day to be gain'd 78 
thouſand years of pardor, and ' as 
many Quarantera's or 40 dayes, 
and at S, Lawrexce both a Plenary 
Indulgence, and beſides for 110co 
years,and 48 Quaramena's,&c, But 
thetrue Hyſtor yes of Roman Indul- 
gences,ſays Bellarmin,are not to be ta. 
hen from Enemies no nor from I know 
not what petty Books, ſnch as Kem- 
nitius ſayes, he has ſeen one prixted 
at Norimberg , compos'd in the 
German Tongne, -with great ampli- 
fications of 'ſuch \ Ir.dulgences ; but 
from'the Papal Bulls themſelzes,and 
the Records of the Churches : For 
no doubt but in ſuch little, incertain 
ard. nameleſs Pamphlets we ma' 

meet . with many fEtrons and cor 
rupted Stories, of which Pellarmin 
gres ſome Inſ/arces. ard then ſayes, 
Newer did I read 1n any approved 
eAvthors., that Indulgexces for 


thouſands 
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thouſands of dayes or years were ever 
gramed ; ( much leſs for burdreds 
of thouſands, and Quaramena's be- 
ſides : ) nor dothere want Authors, 
who deny that the Popes ever gave 
ſuch nom, remsiſſive of penance 
for many thonſard years ; but ſay, 
they were the 1nventions of the Que- 
fors ; ſo Jehu Gerſon, and Domi- 
hicus Sotus : For the Popes uſed only 
to grant Indu/gences for ſo many years 
as the Penance enjoyned ſhould ot 
wiſe have laſted ; which ordinarily 
WAS 1,2,3, $y7,10,07 20 Jears,or at 
moſt, ſor ones life. 

As for the Legends, which the 
Miniſters both in their Books ard 
Sermons cry -out ſo clamorouſly 
againſt, and ſo boldly charge as 
own d by the Church of Rome, 'tis 
a meer Calumny to impoſe them on 
her ; but I kope, I have already 
ſufficiently cleared this point, 
not admittirg many of the Stories 
of Jacot me de Voragine, and Simeen 
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Meaaghraftes , to be. ſo much a$ 
true; or. even able ; ſo. far are 


we frocti holding, them as parts of 
out Faith': How many. of theſcare 
rej Y by Peron, 2nd after him 
by Ribadntiva > Docs not Bellar- 
min t6b cenſlire ſuch Writets, as 
pared who added of their own 

exds-and Tniventions, what - might 
havebeen true, not What was 2 How- 
evet our ſhort anſwer is , There's 
none ef all this in our Proeſſion, nor 
in the Council of Tre. 

But above all they will needs 
perfwade”ws.,. that the comryoia 
people 2d6re Saigts, and Pidtures, 
as they db God, and in'their Obje- 
ons fancy to themſelves ſuch groſs 
Errors as are beneath the Towelt 
Capacities, Dail/e will have itz 
that the ' people ſpend all their De- 
votions upon Pictures, nay that they 
make no difference betyyixt . the 
PiQure and the Prototype, nay, 
which is yet more ſottiſh, not even 

| K beige 
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betwixt the Piure of one Objea 
and of another, Dwu-morlin is ſo 
impudent as to deliver upan his 
+ credit, that the Carboliques i» their 
_ Titany, ſay, St. Peter pray for us ; 
but when they come toonr Lady, they 
ſay net, holy Mary pray for ms, no 
mere than to our Satonr Jeſus 
Chriſt, The ſame Author a 
confidently, That the Popes have 
laced their Decrees and Canons not 
onely inthe ſame rank with the hely 
Scripture, but abovert : Andagain, 
That in the Canon of the Maſs our 
B. Lady is preferr'd before our Sa- 
vionr » placed in a ſuperionr 
forme ; with a thouſand other Ca- 
lumnies and lies, broach'd moſt out 
of malice and many out of Igno- 
rance ; to which I only return this 
eneral anſwer ; Nothing of all 
is is found in our Profeſſion of 
Faith, nor General Councils, which 
is ſufficient for a rational man not 
be diverted out of his ſk of 
eckino 
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ſeeki oe and Salvation in the 
C hoſes Cherch, 


——— 


CHAP, XXI. 


The BENEFIT of thu 
ſevering FAITH from 
OPINIONS, 


Have repreſented in general, 

and in particular,the Importance 

of this exa& ſeparation, and ſhew'd, 

that it is not only rational but ne- 

ceſſary : I have alſo noted the uti- 

lities that accrue from thence,which 

appear*more evidently, and will be 

more eafily comprehended by the 

application mide to the ſeveral 
SubjeRts, 

I, I can juſtly ſay, That this 
Separation is a brief and ſolid 
Anſwer to nine parts of ten, of all 
that is objected by the Minifters, in 

K 2 their 
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their Books and Sermans ; for when 
we lay aſide School-queſtiens , pro- 
blematical opinions, popular Errors, 
and apparent calumnies , we take 
away their Armes, oblige them to 
ſilence , orto ftght with windemils 
of their own making,or elſe to.tmake 
uſe of their Sophiſtry and Fallacies, 
expounded very.iell by ds Moulin 
in his Elements of Logick,, called 
Ipnoratio enenged. which 1s, for 
example, when one arguing againſt 
me, nv a Conctſinn, ich 
he offers as a contradiftion to what 
I maintain ; and yet in effe&it doth 
not prejudice m2 at all , but ma 
ſafely be granted : This 15 med 
Tenoratio Elencht ; and this 1s for 
the moſt part our Caſe, ſince their 
ObjeRions above mentioned ( not 
at all contradicting our Articles of 
Faith ) compoſe at leaſt nine parts 
in ten of their Whole Volumes : 
whileſt they never produce either 
Scripture , General Councils , or 
Fathers, 
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Fathers, clearly teaching their Do- 
Ctrine ; For Example, That in the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt there is 
no true and real preſence of the body 
of Teſws Chrift, and, that there is 
no converſion of the ſubſtance of 
the breadinto his body , whica we 
call Tranſubſtantiatien ; nor what 
is contained in their 36th Article ; 
He nowriſheth us with the ſubſtance 
of his body, by Faith. Turn over 
all their Kos , andyorſhall never 
finde theſe Propofitions,. either, in 
expreſs Terms, ar deducible by 
neceſſary Conſequences ;:. And 
therefore you ought not to take 
natice of their Extravagncies, but 
oblige your ſelf tothis (irit Separa- 
tion, by which you put them ether 
to filence, or to fight with their o;vn 
ſhadowes. And fince they pretend 
to reform us by Scripture, ut is both 
= and neceſſary they m—_ pro- 
uce ſome P nt and pertinent 

Texts, to Sn their own, and 
2 K 3 diſcover 
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diſcover thz Errors of our Tenets, 

IT. By this means alſo is com- 
paſs'd an eafie way to invite our 
—_— to a Reunion with the 
Church, to deteſt their Schiſm, and 
to abjure their Errors, contrary to 
our Profeſſion of Faith ; fince the 
main m'ſtake conſiſts in that they 
are perſraded the Church holds for 
Articles of Faith what ſhe never 
propoſeth to be believed, but leavs 
all men to their freedom? in 
School-queſtions, and problematical 
Opinions. 

III. This Separation alſo dimi- 
niſheth ſo much the number of 
points in debate, that I dare confi- 
den'ly affirm, therewill not remun 
a thyrd part to be argued, whereas 
the accutiomed mixture cauſeth an 
encreaſe without end , and if you 
ſhould dedu&t out of Bellarmin, and 
other Writers of,Controverſie,vhat 
really belongs not to Faith , you 
would much abbreviate their large 
Volumns; 
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Volumns ; perhaps of Forty de- 
bated Queſtions, Jainty ng Av 
be unneceſſary : And why is not 
the ſhorteſt way with all poſſible 
Charity to be endeavoaur'd, the 
eud is ſo important, and ſo much to 
be deſired ? 

I'V. This confuſed muxture puts 
us often to the plunge, to finde out 
convincing Preofs againſt our Ad- 
verſaries, and leavs ſcmetimes under 
ſome difficulty even a true Article 
of Faith ; For fince the debates 
conſt, for the moſt part, of points, 
which inceed are not of Faith, how 
is it poſſible to brirg Arguments 
convincive, that they are of Faith ? 

V. Fey of us by reaſon of ſuch 
mixture are able to monage ſuch 
Diſputes, and afſurecly prove even 
our Faith it ſelf ; For few are well 
vers'd in the whale latitude and 
numerous variety of School-Opini- 
ons , for which ſome of our own 
Doctors, though -very learned, 

decline 
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decfine ſotnetimes to enter into ſuch 
Conferences. Few alſo of our 
Separatifls, for the ſzme caufe, are 
capable of Inftruftion, unit rhey 
receive a truce Informatron of what 
is, and' what is not of Faith, them- 
ſelves Femg generally little ac- 
quainted with Scholaſtik' ſubtleties. 


 U FODSD. oY, = 


POSTSCRIPT. 


a the Tranſlation of two-L. ines, or 


rather *two Wards in this Book , "tia 


thus offer d to every impartial Reader; 
The L atine is, Non.ofmnes praxes 
Eccleftz, etiam univerſalis, ſunt ſuf- 
ficientes fundando articulo fidet Ca- 
tholicx. The French, La, Pratique 
de Egliſe en ſes Loix & Ordot» 
nances ne conſtitue- pas des Articles 
de foy. The Engliſhthws, p.1 2, The 


praftice even of the muverſal Church 
5s no ſuffi cient for an Aricle of 
Cathot; 


we Fanh, The Objeftors ſay 
7; Poms be, Not eveRY pratice 

even of the univerſal Church, is x 
ſufficient - ground for aft Article 'of 
Catholick Faith. Arid {6 indeed it 
bad been more preciſely literal, bat the 
other 15 as preciſely true; ſince in truth 
40t" ontly not every Prithce of the 
Churth, but no prattice, as ſuch, is 4 


ſ efficient 


ww exception having been taken = 


| or: *oftſcripe. 
| (ficient ground for an Article of Ca- 
| tholigne Faith, ' For every Praftice 
may pretend to it,as well as any, Nor 
| beve theſe very Praflites, which are 
| hee. ext ag —_—  Hereſe, 
' this previledge, barely from theixbe- 
ng brefiices;. tf h00 - 
le owe riicleof Faith, 
>. fra whence they recerve the. Degres 
of their Dignity, antecedently to the 
eredit they, gain by being Protii- 
PI TA | 
: I. Thus, the Trarſlation has this 
ſecurity, that it 3s not agaieſt Trmth; 
ſince if we can aſſion any one; Prattice 
of the unrver ſal Church, which # no 
(oufficient  ground' for an Article of 
Faith, it evidently followes,' That the 
Practice of the univerſal Church 1s 
To ſufficient ground, &c. Perhaps 
gbe Ob:eftors \refleft not on the ſeveral 
placrngs of the Negative... Notevery 
Practice is ſufhcient----ſa ys the, La- 
tin : The practice 1s no ſufhicient---- 
ſays the Engliſh; which thraugh!y 
conftdered 


- 
” 


Dy. 


| C 
wfdered, Bedf in felt both the ſame © 
ence ; and rep Py, perl rm = 
ie the Tr@» flagion. But oh 
_. 2» Though the Original be tiore 
. vary to prevent captions Exttptions | 
( row which. that good mian vas not 
altogether ſecure, yet the Tr anftatios | 
- rYfeftly annder it cod 1s more 
arformable to the Reaſon mentinned 
even in the Origmal ; Not every 
aice, &'c. Becauſe. ( ſays rht 
or in the Latine) tho  'Pradti> 
ces are hot Propofitions mide by the 
Church of a Truth.to be beleeved;but 
of 2 Thing to be done. #hich ts a 
Clear, jndicion and " uſefull D:i- 
ſtinthon; plainly expreſſing the «At- 
oh | felch and abjolute 3 fu Tp 


q 
*LL 


the Tranſlators. - And thi ih the + 
of the ſante Pardayraph bt again re- 
P*ars in thiſe words ( withole the 1i- 
mnitacon of non omnes ) Praxes e- 
im ſunt vartabiles, utpote Precip 
u[lo autem modo dogmata fidei p - 
;art poſſunt , quippe veritas invatiz- 
'Dilis, &C. 3.The 
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SEISCTIYIE 


3 - The Tranſlation is not one! 
ſabe bech to Trurb, Spd to the Con: 
text of the eAuthor '; But prrbeps 
wore proper thus, then if it follow 4 
the Letter, which will eafily be grant= 
ed by thoſe who conſider @ Prattice of 
the. oe. preciſely m ” own nu 
turf, for {9 1t cannot, with Any Prox 
| pricey, be call's the G gl "4 

eArticle of Faith ; well may an Ar- 
q gicle g Faith be the Ground of it, v7 

Prook; may - ſomtimes be drawn 7a 

a Praftice, to argue 4 Point of Faith, 
and. a conformity muſt alwayes bs 
nielded $9. a Praflice of the Church : 

But weather of theſe neceſſarily import, 

that the Praffice is alwayes grounded 

on 4 Point of Faith, much leſs, the 

Ground: of 4 Poigt of Faith, 

" The ſame Diſcourſe procteds in 
; Church Ordinances, Laws,&c. (men- 
tioned in the French Edition ,) none 
ef them, 2s ſuch, being 4 ſuffciens 
Sroard: for au Article of Faith ; 
Thowg ny of the Three ( Laws, Or- 
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dinanets, or Praftices of the Church) ' 
are not onely to be without diſpute 
obeyed, but ſometimes ſo grounded on 
Faith , that they cannot be rejetted, 
without denying Fanh it ſelf - Yet 
even 1n theſe Caſes, the Prattice alone 
obliges us not to ſo high an aſſent; 
but the atteſtation of the Church, that 
the Point is a Dottrine reveal'd by 
God to his Apaſiles, and from them 
deſcended to ws. 

And ſo, if the Letter of the Tran- 
flation vary a lutle from the Origi- 
nals, yet neither its Sence nor Letter 
endeavour the leaſt prejudice to any 
Truth ; and conſequently not worth 
contending about, unleſs & 'y ſuch as 
wegleft the Subſtance to catch at Sha- 


dowes, 


